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3 fas 9® sY 7TT?ft $ fcra?r ftp srcm bwt % if tott wt i 
Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate Compilation. 


vrrn II — nr** 3 — strop** (ii) 

PART II~Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(jm U’smro vt rith uttu % *nrT*uft tfk (tm rcttrr *tft t^pfrr) 

^rbr snfw«»m*ff arm srrft fas* *Ttj fafar tn^si wYr wfugvmo 1 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India (other than the 
Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities (other than the Administration of Union jjTcrritorlcs 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND 
BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 1972 
NOTIFICATION 

S.O. 1408. — In pursuance of rale 4(b) of the Central Inform*' 
tion Service Rules, 1959, the Central Government as the result 
of the review undertaken, hereby fixes the authorised permnent 
strength of the following grades of the Central Information 
Service as on the 1st of March, 1971. 


Grade 

Authorised Permanent 
Strength 

Class I : 

Selection Grade . 


I 

Senior Administrative Grade : 

(Senior Scale) 


5 

(Junior Scale) 


5 

Junior Administrative Grade : 

(Senior Scale) 


R 

(Junior Scale) 

r 

7 

Grade I 


102 

Grade II 


Add leave reserve @110% 

19 r 

JTI 

Add deputation reserve (ail 5° , 

29 j 



AUTHORISED PERMANENT 

STRENGTH 

Class II : 




Grade III . 

• 

• 

135 

Grade IV : 


2761 


Add leave reserve @io°„ 

41 y 

338 

Add deputation 

reserve @ 5% 

21 J 



Total Strength : 

712 


2. The total authorised permanent strength of the Central 
Information Service has been fixed at 712 as on the 1st Murch 

1971- 


[No. F. A. 11011/1/71-CIS] 
J- SANYAL, 

Under Secy. 


( 22 °9 ) 
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H?FTT V\T JfHTTJtj HJU-'T 
SETT, 1972 

wto 14 08 — ^T3T f'FUTT^fr, 
19 59 ^ fTiJJT 4(i?) Y T DT T it, VTTITt fair 

*p? 5 ^rq 7 fnrT % tIt'ttrtwt, PcRffrcr, ^stt 

% fTT^M^RT ffaf ^ 1 TIT#, 1971 *fi> STfofTT 
Wft TOT Wt £ : — 


if S' 


srfEr^ToT x«n^fr 
ttw 

^FrViJ 

HIT t , 

• 

1 

xsimftpF #f- 

(tftfTtTXufcr) 

• 

5 

(^iqxTjcr)* . . 5 

tjfWlTT Rurmfw RT — 

(tfUndC F%vT) 

•> 

8 


• 

7 


JTfjfTfi T :TT 

RT — 1 


102 

lNr-2 . . 

6 3^1 


1 0 eflr fxvrf . 

19 y 

111 

1 5 TfriTlri TfriffiTfFfi fxrtf ifrfW 

ST#- 2 

29 J 


^T-3 . . , 


135 


276 


1 0 nftratf sffa fxsr# ^rtfeir 

41 


5 sfrsra fxsiT xt^nr 

21 

338 

JIT TOT 


712 


2- %^rgW7l^T ^ 1RTT, 1971 *>> Jvl STf^cT 
s*ipft *re*rr 1 1 2 fafrffxti »if 1 1 


[ffSJTrtrqic TJo 11011 / 1 / 7 1 — ^ftosqmf oTT^fo ] 
WTJnrr, *ptt Ef*rr i 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 14 th March, 1972. 

S.O.1409. — In pursuance of the directions issued under the provisions of each of the enactments specified in the First Schedule 
annexed hereto, the Central Government after considering the recommendations of the Film Adv sory Board, Bombay hereby approved 
the film specified in column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Gujarati to be of the description specified against it in column 
6 of tlie said Becond Schedule. 


The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-section 4 of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Central Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-section (3) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1953 (Bombay Act XVII of 1953). 

(3) Sub-section (4) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Saurashtra Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1953 (Saurashtra Act, XVII of 19J3) 

The Second Schedule 


SI. Title of tlie film 

No. 

Length 35 mm 

Name of the Name of the 

Applicant Producer 

Whether a Scientific film or a 
film intended for educationaj 
purposes or a film dealing with 
news & current events or a 
documentary film 

1 2 

3 

4 

6 

1. Mahila Gram 

Rakshak Dal 

303' 00 M 

Director of Tnformarion, Govt, of Gujarat, 
Ahmedabad. 

Documentary film (For release 
in Gujarat Circuit only). 


fewfr, 14 Ruf, 1972 


[No. F 28/1/72'FP-App. 1644) 


tT^o sfto 14 09 : — BT*T <4 if) SPTF if HlwIRd No*!*) STfyfrifi-H % dfid'-tl % U5ypfa J|l ft f%5t 

^ fqWt % <FHRK, B'VbK, fWT fHI;$YK aftf, SFTf ^ ftmfwf IT faTTT ^ %■ STTT, Vfi^STTI, ^?1% RIT 
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<Fpfr foftu % mFiu 2 Jf tft uf feu uu% t^rtt to *urfef uf^u fem fuwr uuut fjtftu 
% mum e Jr few gw Rrfer mufr t : — 

uuu w^uut 

(1) wt P-to ufufeu, 1952 (1952UT 37 m%uftu ufirfeu) artr i 2 ^^ram (4) totwtt i« 

( 2 ) mut few (fafeu) ufsPduu, 1 95 3( 19S3 wr 1 7 wr ufe uPsrfuuu) ^ «ro 5 ^ *uwki ( 3 ) 

CPU UTTT 9 

(3) utTOJ Pufe (fefeuu) UPufeu 1953 ( 1953 W 1 7 W ufeuj ufafeu), UTTI5 «fe 3TORt( 4) 
TOT ffTTT 9 I 




5RT UW 

P-TAU tfiT UTU 

urorf 35 

fUo ifto 

feUT UT UTU faufeU UT WU 

mu ^ufur feu % ur ftren 

UWfe feu I UT UUTUR 

uV; uiufum uaumf qft 
feu $ UT WgjU^ feu 

k 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(<) (s) 

(®) 

0) 

U%UT mu T5fUF Wf 

305 . OOtffe 

gjUUT P-feUT, ’J^SRTcT UTOTC 

UTftjfl- ,feu |(UUU tJUTTU 




Wfuwwu 

ufe ^ fe) 


[*r» 28/1/72-r^* «ft« qfcftiw ie44] 


New Delhi tht 1 2th April 1972 

S.O. 1014 — In pursuance of the directions issued under the ^provisions of the enactments specif }- 1 in the First 
Schedule annexured hereto the Central Government after, considering the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay 
hereby approves the films specified in column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in all their language versions to be of the des- 
cription specified against each in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section(4) of the Section 12 and and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Central Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (3) of Section 5 and Section 9 °1 the Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1953 (Bombay Act XI of 1953.) 

The Second Schedule 


Si Title of the film 

No. 


r 2 


Len gth 

Name of the 

Name of the 

35 mm 

applicant 

Producer 

3 

4 

5 


Whether a scientific film or a film 
intended for educational purpo*e» or * 
ilm dealing with news and current ev*ati 
or a documentary fllim. 

6 


(r) Maharashtra News No. 237 291-00 A 1 Director of Publicity Government Film dealing with news and current event* 
February, 1972. of Maharashtra, Bombay. (For release in Maharashtra Circuit only.) 

(2) Chaouthi Kacoti. . . 327-36 M Do. Documentary film (For release in Maha- 

rashtra Circuit only). 


[No. ?. 2I/1/73-FP App. iflgi] 


Uf foFfr, 12 Ulfo, 1972 

tTUo 5Tt° 14 01 — *U% UTU Wft TOU $ fuuffe Wfe Upsrfeu $ UUWff ^ UUpfa Wft - 

fair WT few % SPJUTT %FflU UTOTT, feu ri I ?A> I i UTOf ^ fawfwf TT feUTC % UPT, tW^JRT, UTU 
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pwY fefPr ir^fY % wwt 2 3 r ^Y ’EY 3^% ?nfY wwrf % witkT *ri^rr {wr wwY wcr ftrfto spr^efY 

% tttw 6 % Pwr g’cn p*Pskt trcTY | * — 

SW SRTT^Y 

( 1) ^wparar ttPjPtw 19 S 2 ( 1952 Tt 37 ?rfaPm ) srrcr 12 wsrnr (4) aw tnur 16 i 

(2) WSrSPPWT (PffHWl) irfyfdW 1953 ( 1953 W 1 1 W 5 fWt JfrpTppm ) 2ft OTXT 5 T>Y WOTTI ( 3) cRT 
SfTTT 9 I 




fiwt 

Pew “ET •tpt 

35 

Pro ifto 

Ml^d't' TIT 1 IH 

fhjrfdi 

wnr ^iPfe Pew $ w P?rau 

H t-Apti pEW ^ tiT UtiltiTX 

?ftx wwPttt wwxff tP Pep 
| w sijfrfY Pew 1 1 

(0 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

U) 

(5) 

( 6 ) 

1 

JTjfnr 1 ^ wttwx etott 

291.00 

5 PTTX PlpTFE ifwf, 

TTfrcn^ fTUER 

TTETTTT sflT tiWpPh WWI’-lf 

2 

237 ( 95 X^, 1972 ) 

*ra«fY TxrYfY I 

327.36 

fYxx 



tP Pew (Pwx *i(ji <,1^ 
Etfe: % fPP ) 

«ifjf^Y Pew/ (%tpt 
piPex % PrP) J 


[ewt'Fo 28/1/72 c>v >fVo qfrftre; iesi] 

S O.iitt In. pursuance >fthe lirectbnsissue.i unierthe provisions of the enactments specified in the First Schedule annexed 

hereto the Central Government after considering the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves the film 
specified in column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in all its language versions to be of the description specified against it in 
column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 


The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Sectiob (4) of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1962 (Central Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 of the Uttar Pradesh Cinema { Regulation) Act, 1955 (U.P, Act 3 of 1956). 

The Second Schbdule 


Serial 

No. 

Title of the film 

Length 

35 mm 

Name of the 
Applicant 

Name of the 
Producer 

Whether a scientific film or a film intended 
for educational purposes or a film dealing 
with news and current eve D ts or a docu- 
mentary film. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

( 1 ) 

Uttar Pradesh SamacharNo. 
13 . 

292-30 M 

Director of Information, Govern- 
ment of Uttarpradesh, Lucknow 

Film dealing with news and current events 
. (For release in U.P. Circuit only). 


[No. F. 28/i/72-F(P)-App. 1652] 


tJETo fffo 1411 — RT*T Ppft 54 * 4 + 1 " *Y pTtilF'.cl stfuFltlfi % d 4 « W % 5 PvPpI ^IffY Pfi^Y 

*iw v^K, ^rtht, Pew ehi^'Etc tP pFEifuFft tx F^k +<*} % 3 R, vHfl fstftzr 

w^'Y % *r sw 2 *r ifY *rf Pew tP ^f% twY ^pewY % wprrY fR^r^rr ^rrr^t ; 3 ^t 

Ws^fY ^ WW 6 jf fan JTfT I, TRrfY $ : — 

slap? wtitr^’Y 

(l) '*?rf e W TftSpFW , 1 9 5 2 ( 1 9 5 2 T>T 3 7 wfffpRPT ) ’A STXT 1 2 Tp WOTTf ( 4) tTWT WIT 1 61 

(2) ^TT ST^TfT fTT^THT (pTpm) tfftfpTW 195 5 ( 195 6 TTT 3 SfpTI SfffrfPWT ) Tp WTTT 5TpWtlKI ( 4 ) 
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-> o 


tw 

TreHT 

P+ieh W HTH 

HOT$ 35 
fHo Hto 

HIHHHT ‘FT HTH 

Pld% H>T HTH 

ot tjrrf^RT frieH 1 ht fwr 
whIhih fen | *rr hhthr 

sffc HHTfkfi HOTHf PfieH | 
HI tTPjrif njt fen I 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

1 

^RST^I HHITTT 

292.30 


HvR HHH 

UHHR HHlPj<F, HJHTHt 


HOT 13 

hRt 

hthht, vFSHdi 


•fit Prh (%hh ^ 4V, nkr 






fwr ) 


[HOTHio 28/l/ 72-^0 tfto Tpdw 1652] 

S. O. 1412 — In pursuance of the direction issued, under the provision of the enactments specified in the First Schedule 
annexed hereto the Central Government after considering the recommend aliens of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves 
the film specified in column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hcrclo in allits language versions to be of the description specified againit 
it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule, 

The First Schedule 


(1) Sub-Section (4) ofthe Section i2andSecticn i6of the Cinematograph Act, l952:(CentralActX,XXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (4) of Section 2 of the Punjab Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1952 (Punjab Ac* XI of 1952). 


The Secqnd Schedule 


Serial. 

No. 

Title of the film. 

Len gth 

35 min 

Name of the 
Applicant. 

Name of the 
Producer 

Whether a scientific film or a film intended 
for educational purposes or a film dealing 
with news and current events or a docu- 
mentary film. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

3 

6 

(1) 

Haryana Samachar Darshan 
No. 6 

290-78 M 

Director of Public Relation, Gov- 
ment of Haryana, Chandigarh, 

Film dealing with news and current events 
(For release in Haryana Circuit only). 


[No.F. 28 /i/ 72~F(P) App. 1653J 




hh<> sffo 1412 — *h % hth vnft sthh $ fHsrffrH siotp HfsrfHHH hhw % HHpfH HTfV 

f%Jr % SFjHK, HWC, fef HHT^FR aft# , vV Ri'-bPOT TC fHHR ^ % HR, qdfSKT, ?H% ^TT*T 

vPft faffa % OTTH 2 Sf nf IWT k UH% H*ft TOif % fiMRRt Hf^H faHFT faOTT HH% HIH% HW fafftH 

sFjgkl' % otth 6 ir forr gw 1 1 <41 fir HRtft | : — 

hwt 


(1) Meffa?! HfafHHH 1952 ( 1952 W 37HT%Hrk HfHfHHH ) HRT 1 2 HHtTRT ( 4 ) cTHT HRT 16 I 

(2) WKfwiHT (fafHHH) HfufHHH 195 2 ( 19 52 W 1 1 Ht, THTH SlfsrfHHH) "ft HRT 5 T>t TTURT ( 4 ) I 


%H 

HOT 

fH*H FT HTH 

35 

fHo Jfto 

M 4<;+ HH HTH 

PlHia 1 W HTH 

WT 4?tTfHH> PbeH ^ HT ftrtffT 
Hnrfkcf fa?H $ HT HHTHR 
HfVpRH 

HT -si PbeH J 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(*) 

(6) 

1 

SpWJir HHMR H7fH 
HOT 6 

290, 78 

44k? 

ffkTHT WGfiR 

HHTHR h“R HTHpRi HTHTHf 
(%HH ffOTHTT Hf*fiT 

%f*k ) 


[HOT Hie 28/72/^0 'fro qftfw 1653] 
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S.O. 1413 — In pursuance of the directions issued under the provisions of the enactments specified in the First Schedule an- 
nexed hereto, the Central Government after considering the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board.- Bombay hereby approves 
the film specified in column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Gujarat to be of the description specified against it in columns 
6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The Fiest Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 4 of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, i952(Cfntra1 Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (3)of Section 5 and Section 9 ofthe Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1953 (Bombay Act AiVII of 1953). 

(3) Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Saurashtra Cinema (Regulation) Act, (Saurashtra A ctjTVII of 1953). 

The Second Schedule 


SI. 

No. 

Title of the film 

L e nglh 
35 mm 

Name oi the Name of the 

applicant. Producer 

W he 1 her a scientific film or a film intended 
for educational purposes or a film dealing 
with news and current events or a docu- 
mentary film. 

I 

2 

3 

4 5 

6 

(i) 

Silver Jubiles of Republic Day 
in Gujarat. 

289-56 M 

Director of Information, Govern- 
ment of Gujarat, Gandhinagar , 
Gujarat. 

Documentary film (For release in Gujarat 
only). 


[No. F. 28/1/72-FCP) App. 1654] 


WT*5T 


K. K. Khan, Under Secy. 


tfeto sfto X4i 3 — ^r% flr*r ^nfr sm sr^rt if fasrffrer sfftrftwff % "tt-ftt % vRifa snrfr 

tr?r ft^rff % ?R ; irR, ftt4>tt fer sftf , ftrbiR’jff qr fturrc ^ str, wr spft fstfR 

% *PTvr*r 2 if 5ft qif tft% trsrw w % wRrrf farm faRT^T fsccftir % rtrt 

• if f<m gSIT FRlifrd ^ <<0 ^ : — 

araw sR’pf 


(1) , ?ivri^«rftrfT7rR J 1952 (i 952 qr ) qffimT i 24 ffi 3 wiTr (4) Bttrrmrr 16 1 

(2) RFRf, f^TRT (P-lPuui) ^TfwfFTtnr, 1953 ( 1953 *61 17 Rt, STfafTRR) qrf HTO 5 3 WT 

RRT STTTT 9 I 


( 3) bHiuj fBTBT (ftrfwr) ?rfa 1 wr 1953 ( 1953 rit 17 Rt, rVft^ RftiPtBB ) qff am 5 rwitt (4) 

cW STITT 9 


feefor 

RR 

rWp r>t hib 

'I -*-3 it, 3 5 

RT B IB PlBItll B>l BIB 

RRT BJilfd-F fTTB | ITT ftreTT 

WWT 


ftfo tfto 


RFRffRR PfivT | RT HRTRTT 





sflr irBiitiT RTRnff # 





fWT | RT facR | 

I 

2 

3 

4 5 

6 

1 

fwTr ^#=ff r<qU-4«h 

£ 289.56 

IjRRT fH^V- ^4 fid fU+K. 

RBJvfcff f%FR (Wr tJ^rTR 


SJR 4 ’3TTTRT 

tftTT 

Rtllf RRT t^RTTtf 

Rf%T % ) 


[tfOT Ri* 28/l/72-!^a tfre qfrfw 1634] 
^0 VR, strt ftPr I 
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DEPARTMENT OF SUPPLY 

New Delhi the 2Qlh March 1972 

S.O. 1414. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of 
rule 12 and sub-rule (1) of rule 24 read with rule :-4, 
of the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control 
and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President herebv 
directs that the following further amendments shall 
be made hr the notification of the Government of 
India- in the late Ministry of Industry and Supply 
(Department of Supply and Technical Development) 
No. S.R.O. 3687, dated the 12th October, 1964, as 
amended by notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Supply No, S.O. 1361, dated the 
2nd February, 1971, namely:— 

In the Schedule to the said notification, for the 
entry “Deputy Director General (Administration)” 
wherever it occurs, the entry “Director of Administra- 
tion’’ shall be substituted. 

[No. F.17(l)/07-V.] 
S. S. PURI, 
Director (Vigilance). 

7^ faWTT 

Rf f^fr, 2 8 RTR, 19 72 

quo wto 1414 . — fflftrsr iutt 

TTRT RrVh ) ffiRE 1 96 5 % ffifiR 9% ,‘TR 

( 2 ) fsfa?*r 12 % RRfRRR ( 2 )%^ (u) rrt 

ffiRR 3 4 % HTR TfiSd fRRR 2 4 % RRfRRR ( 1 ) % TTTI 
STT7T urfacUff sfit RRTR afiTO f E, TT^lfT 
TR f^RRR R RTT % Vf rpjT RUR Sr’fT ’ifhRATRR (<jf% 
r«tt fsRUR fq-wur ) =r, ftu 1 2 1 n 6 4 

STfagRRT To TTRo RRo ?fto 3 68 7 R, NT RTT7 
tTCETT % c[fT RUTUR 2 HUkT, 1 9 7 1 5T%- 

^rniw Tffo i36i anr ERifaR «ffl vf rT, 
RVf RTR fRRf%fer?T HuftKUT f%RT RTERT, RRf(T : 

B7A Rfa^RRT Tt R "iT RgrffikTM 

( TFTtTT ) ” srf4fe % furr, ugt *fr rf rut, 

fTTw" 5TfrH«rrfc(T qft TTItrifr I 

[fwr ?*B-> 1 7 ( l)/67-R!] 
ERo ERo 

fRRRRT (ffiBtfcTT I 


MINISTRY OF STEEL AND MLNES 
(Department of Mines) 

New Delhi, the 9th March 1972 

S.O. 1415.' — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 15 of the Coal Mines (Con- 
servation, Safety and Development) Act, 1952 (12 of 
1952) read with rule 21 of the Coal Mines (Conserva- 
tion and Safety) Rules 1954 the Central Government 
hereby renominates the following member on the 
Advisory Committee on Stowing as reconstituted and 
directs that the following further amendment shall be 
made in the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Steel, Mines and Metals (De- 
partment of Mines and Metals} S.O. 3989 dated the 


28th October, 1967, namely: — 

In the said notification, fpr serial number 5 and the 
entries relating thereto, the following serial number 
and entires shall be substituted, Namely:-— 

“5, Shri L. N. Orhi, M/s Bengal Coal Co. Ltd., 
P, O, Dishergarh, District Burdwan. 

Member, Representative of the Indian Mining 
Association.” 

[No. C4-4(l)/71,] 
V. K. HARURAY, Dy. Secy. 

fprT T wk ill RR1RR 

(uurfRRTR) 

Ef jvcrfr, 9 RDf, 1972 

«pio i4i 5 . — r?irrt utr (rustr sfk gwr) 

ffiRR 1954%ffiRR 21 % RTR fifeR TIWT UTR (HTWR 
R;T5TT sflT fRRTH) RfsrfRRR, 1952 ( 1952 RT 12) 
Tt Rirr 1 5 AT VTOT7T ( 1 ) TP! SETH TJlfTcPff RT ERtR 
T7R RTRTT RU^ ^ fUR RRT — TRRfeR HHT?- 

Tikt rMt fRurfuftfR rrirt tJctrsm jr: rir 
ffisTHct rurV £ srk ffikr Rfr § It rttr rufr % R,RgR 

TFTTR. UR *fk STT^ RRRR (UTR Rk RTR fRRTR ) 
RfagRRT RRRT FT° RT° 3989, RTftU 28 RRgRTC, 

1 96 7 R ffiRfufUcT RfdfRcr RWlRfi PfR ^1^ — 

RI R f SPURT if, RR R©rr 5 sfrr RRrRlfl R^fc- 
2RT % WR IT, fRRfHfUfi RR R6RT RfRfeRT RfcT- 
fRrfRrf ^T RTRfr RrIt : — 

“5. SU tJRo tjfio RtTfr, R'RR RRTR RRRT JfPRft 
fuffiRI', RTTRy kTrRT funf TcIRTR ! 

RT7R, RTTyffR URfi RRR Rfrlffiftl l” 

[Ro 4—4 ( 1 ) / 7 1 ] 

fRT7 HR RffiR I 


(Department of Mines) 

New Delhi, the 14 th April, 1972 

S.O. 1416 .' — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 4 of the Coal Mines (Con- 
servation. Safety and Development) Act, 1952 (12 of 
1952), and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Steel, 
Mines and Metals (Department of Mines and Metals), 
No. S.O. 3435, dated the 21st September, 1967, the 
Central Government hereby appoints the following 
nr-rsons as the Chairman and the Members of the Coal 
Board, established by the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Late Ministry of Works, Produc- 
tion and Supply No. S.R.O. 39, dated 8th January, 
1552 namely: — 

1. Shri P. K. Ghosh, Coal Controller.— Chairman. 

2. The Director (Technical), National Coal De- 

velopment Corporation Ltd., Ranchi. — Member. 

3 Shri H. K. Bancrjce, C/o Bharat Coking Coal 
(P) Ltd . P.O. Sijim, Dhnnbad,- — Member. 

i. The Director General of Mines Safety/ Dhan- 
bad. — Member, 

5. Shri Raiendra Singh. Secretary, Hindustan 
Steel Ltd., Ranchi. — Member. 
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6 . The Joint Director (Coal), Railway Board, 

C/o General Manager Eastern Railway, Cal- 
cutta. — Member. 

7. Shri D. K. Samanta, C/o Patherdih Colliery, 

Patherdih.— Member. 

I No. 4f2) /72-C4.'] 
P. K. LAHIRI, Dy. Secy. 

ftrvnn) 

JTf fewft, 14HOT, 1972 

HTo WTo 1416 — #RT OTT (WT, wk 
fOTTH) WfafOTH, 1952 ( 1952 dT 12) HOT 4 *Tt 
HOTRT ( 2) 5TTT HR TJTpFcT*ff OT M‘JTt T T gv ?fk 
HIOT iEW % SHOT, H1TH Hk HFJ HHRT (»3TH 
Hk STd, fOTPT) HOT HT° 3435, 

cfkk? 21 fHHRT, 1967 ^ HfijHRT OTTl ^n;, ^f#pT 
(TWIT, fTtHk-ffecl fad df J Et, HTR HOTTE % Hd 1 ^ 
t>THPJT, RIFFT sfk HTjfcT OTTOT ^ HftPJOTT HOT 
tro trn;° Ht° 39, dkkr 8 othtT, 1952 gru rtTot 
OTETT sftt TT HOTW srk Htr-tfi % FT H HOT3TET ffpjfw 


OTtft : — 

1 . <ft 0 %o vta OTR 

HfcTHT kpkPF 

2. fH*3R (OTHk?t) 

CPftH YtOTT favrH fdOT fko Tint OTR 

3. tR o % o HT4T 

HEfcl HTR TiWE OTRT (SRo ) fko 
5’ROT( kDWT, STOTT? HOTT 

vj 

4. HflfOTTR, ’HR HOT! HOTFT HRT 

5. ’sftTRk^fH?? 

hFot, %gOTT kkr kr° tthY hott 

6. fakrw (OTETT ) RH HtT, 

HER HfTOTOT: 

<J*f OTH, REfOT OTOT 

Rlfto %e HiuHT, 

H Et.d TkTTk °PkTHT JSTH, 

uRrR HOT! 


[HOT 4( 2 ) / 7 2 -dd o 4 ] 
Hto HTf^Tt, IT Hfafd I 


(Department of Mines) 

ERRATUM 

New Delhi , the 2nd March, 1972. 

S.O. 1417. — In the Notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Steel and Mines J (Ispat Aur 
Khan Mantralaya) Department of Mines (Khan 
Vibhag) No. S.O. 3158-3159, dated the 24th August 


1971, published in part II, Section 3, Subjection 
til) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary dated the 
24th August, 1971, at pages 2619 to 2621: 

(i) at page 2619: 

in line 4, for "New Delhi, the 24th August 1971” 
read “New Delhi, the 19th August,' 1971”. 

(ii) at page 2621: 

(i) in line 16, for “village Farjara” 
read “village Jarjara”; 
read plot No. “432”. 

[No. F. C3-2CU/71.] 
N. S. BHATNAGAR, Dy, Secy. 

(^TT kfHTd) 

KlfST-OT 

o 

OT fkkk 2 HT#, 1972 

TT^ETo rik ] 1 ] 7. — HTR % TRW, tTHTHTET HKR 

24 WHET, 1971 % HPT II, 3 , HT'ITR (ii) $T % 

Res 2 621 H 2625 R OTlfOT HTR HOTR, RTTT sfa 
fsTTH OT7HH, OTT fHHUT HfH/id d f HOT Ho HR 
3158-31 59, RUtHT 24 4UTOT, 1971 t : — 

<1*5 Ho 2621 HT 

qfdH 4 Jr “nf foRt, 24 hhot, 1971” % 

RET HE “H$ fOTUt, 19HOTH, 

1971 ” w srr^ 1 

[Ho 9TO agto 3— 2(3)/7l] 
triTo HHo HPTTR, HH HfHH I 

(Department of Mines) 

CORRIGENDA 

New Delhi, the 4th April, 1972 

S.O. 1418- T n the notification of the Government of, 
India in the T linistry of Steel and Mines (Ispat Aur 
Khan Mant’ .day a) , Department of Mines (Khan 
Vibhag), No. S.O. 3630, dated the 10th August, 1971, 
published in Part II, Section 3, Sub’Section (ii) of 
the Gazette of India, dated the 9th October, 1971, at 
page 5172: — 

(i) in line 26. for “Kuher" read “Muher”; 

(ii) in line 31, for “throuh” read “through”; 

(iii) in line 32, for “though” read "through”; 

fiv) in lines 32 and 33 for “Kolbhoora” read 
“Kolbhowra”; 

(v) in lino 34, for "village Muhar” read "village 
Muher”. 

[No. F. C3-2(l)/71.] 
K. SUBRAHMANYAN, Under Secy. 

("TTH fOTTH) 

HT k/ffl, 4 HOT, 1972 

HTo TTo 1418. — HTOT HOTTT % fHITH ifk OTT 
HHTHH (OTT fOTTH ) Nk HTTH % TROT dlO^f 9 HH/[d f, 
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(9) Rules regulating the handling of explo- 
sives in the port of Calcutta, issued with 
the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Worts, MinSs and 
Power No. P, 103, dated the 11th March, 
1947.” 


1971 RTF 2 3 31W (ii) if HddPlM sTfg^ERT 

liwr RTo^o 3630 fTT^T 10 HflTeT, 1971 if ^5 
WIT 5173 Sftr 5174 R 

1- R’STT 5173 if 

( l) 7% 8 R ‘$t’ 9N7 % F7TR 7T %' ITT SRir; 

( 2) <jfw 9 R Vr’ 7T*T % HTTR 7T '^STPfi' ITT 
mrr; 

(3) Tfdd 27 % SFF '18* % FUR 7T ‘l8l’ 

7^ 'nu< ; 

(4) #RT 29,RiRRW 8 if 'f 7RR % F7TR 7T 

'^'qTTRTR; 

%■ 7*5 RWr 5174 'if 

(5) 7f¥l 4 Jf 'fdfiVTdt' 7T37 F7TR 77 
TR’FIrW TfT TTITr | 

[^ 0 . trtpo ^>0 3 - 2 ( 1 ) /71 } 

%o 1 IPUT RfaR I 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 24th' March, 1972. 

S.O 1419. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
bv sub-rule (1) of rule 123 of the Defence of India 
Rules, 1971, the Central Government befebv" make? 
the following amendments In ,the Order of (!*■ Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Industrial Deve- 
lopment No, SO. 5495, dated the 11th December, 1971, 
namely: — 

In paragraph 2 of the said Order, 

(i) for the words “ammunition, exjfloslves or 
inflammable substances”, the words ‘'ammu- 
nition or explosives” shall be substituted; 

(ii) for items (1) to (9), the following items 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“(1) Rule 22 of the Explosives Rules, 1940, 

(2) The Kandla Port Regulations 1967’ In so 
far as it relates to the handling of ammuni- 
tion or explosives. 

(3) Rules regulating the handling of* explo- 
sives in the Port of Bombay. 

(4) The Marmagao Port Rujcs, 1966, in so far as 
it relates to the handling or ammunition or 
explosives. 

(5) Regulations for the import, transportation 
and handling of Government explosives at 
the Port of Cochin bv the Indian Navv, is 
sued with the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry d¥ Bcfence 
No. 1231, dated the 24th May, TO39 

(6) The Explosives (Madras Port) Supplemen- 
tary Rules, 1961. 

(7) The Vishakhapatnam Port Dock Regula- 
tions, 1967, in so far as it relates to the 
handling of ammunition or explosives. 

(8) The Paradip Port Rules 1966. in so far as 
it relates to the handling of ammunition 
or explosives. 


[No. F. 11/29/71 -LI-IL] 


S.O, 1420 —In pursuance of sub-rule (2) of rule 
123 of the Defence of India Rules. 1971, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following Amend- 
ments in the Order of the Government of India In 
the Ministry of Industrial Development No‘. S.O, 5477, 
dated the 13th December, 1971, namely:-— 

In the said Order, 

(i) in paragraph 1, for the words “ammunition, 
explosives or inflammable substances”, the 
words “aWimunition or explosives” shall be 
substituted; 

(ii) in paragraph 2 for the word ‘Schedules" 
the word ‘‘Schedule” shall be substituted; 

(iii) for the word and figure "Schedule I”, thff 
word “Schedule” shall be substituted. 

[No. F. 11/29/71-LI (II) .] 
C. BALASUBRAMANTAM, JT. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING & TRANSPORT 

(Transport Wing) 

Lighthouses and Lightships 

New Delhi, the 19 th February 1972 

S.O. 1421 — In pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
Section 4 of the Indian Lighthouse Act, 1927 (17 of 
1927). the Central Government hereby appoints for a 
period of two years from the date of publication of this 
notification, a Central Advisory Committee consisting 
of the following persons, namely — 

Chairman 

Secretary, Ministry of Shipping and Transport. 
Members 

1. Director General Shipping, Bombay. 

2 Nautical Adviser to the Government of India. 

3. Financial Adviser, Ministry of Shipping & 

Transport, 

4. Chief Hydrographer, Indian Navy. 

5. Deputy Secretary incharge of the Department of 

Lighthouses and Lightships in the Ministry of 
Shipping & Transport. 

6. Shri Ahamed Usman Sait, C/o The Indian Cham- 

ber of Commerce, P O. Box No. 236, Cochin-2 

7. Captain G. H. Johnson of British India Naviga- 

tion Co, Ltd., Machinnon Mackenzie Building, 
Shoorji Vallabhdas Marg, Bombay-1, 

8. Capt. A. K Bansal, Superintendent, S.P. & L. 

South India Shipping Corporation Ltd. ‘Dhun 
Buildngi’, 175/1 Mount Road, Madras-2, 

9. Capt. B. D. Kataria, General Manager, Shipping 

Division, J.K. Chemicals Ltd , J.K. Building, 
Ballard Estate, Bomhay-t 

10 Shri C P. Srivastava, Chairman & Managing 
Director, The Sbippng Corporation of India 
Steclcrete House, Dineshaw Wacha Road, Bom- 
bay. 

11. Shri D.M. Parckh, President, Federation of the 

All-India Sailing Vessels Industry, Bombay. 

12. Shri Ms Jaggannntha Rno, MA LLB. Managing 

Director, Bharat Marines Private Ltd Bunder 
Masulipatnam-3. 
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13, Shrl S. K. Somayajullu, Deputy Conservator, 

Visakhapatnam Port Trust, Visakhapatnam-1. 

14. Shri Ramubhal Ravjlbhai Patel. Member, Lnk 

Sabha, Amli, P, O. Silbssa, Dadra and Nugar 
Havell. 

10, Shri S. G. Sardesai, Member, Rajya Sabha. 479- 
D, Rupra Sardar Vallabhal Patel Road, 
Bombay-4. 

18, The Director General of Lighthouses & Light- 
ships, New Delhi (ex-offlciii) , Member Secy. 

[No. F. 4-ML(7)/71-l 

tforjfR RfTRfR RRTHR 

( <rfr^R tr) 

t ^RRfa 1 

Rf ffeft, 9 'TECp’it, 1972 

«|TTo R7° 14 21- — RlrftR tfVTRT Rftl fad'd , 

1927 ( 1927 TT27) # STRA TV RRHKT (l) % 

RTR ?T TOR RR^STTl W TTfferg^THT % ST«h 1 91 H' 

RrftR ¥r Rt *i>f ’urfij % fart rript+r RfafR 
RRcft & frrat fTRfRfer fffi, RRfa : — 
R^PT, RldTET sfk TfpTfET RRETR I RUTSfl 

1. ffcffR RrflPd'^VPE RJRf I R$PT 

2. ETPT RT«fiTT IT ^flERIfTR I 

3. fi'fa'SR R^T qfTMfT ERTRR *FT WW | 

4. ERdk fiTtrr r^ m; i 

5. ffk^T 'tfV TfTR^R RRTHR rf *PRR Hfk *hR|R 

frfipr % snrrPr RRRfRR i 

6. Nt RITET RTRTR 3T7T : ^TRT WE 

RRR# <fto Rto RTRR fif° 236, I 

7. fWfew ^3RT ^ RTo rrRo RTRRT JRftfiHTR 

Vt#, RJR55fV RRtTRTfR RRp, RTRf— 1 I 

8. tTRo^o RrRR, RSfftHdV IJR oTpo, h*ET RRo 
RTRR ^TRT ftlpRl HiK'iYRH fRo £]R fafF5R 
175/l, RIRR fl^, ESTR-2 I 

9. '-tV-tH 0 0 'tidiPtdl EflTRRRRl, Pa P h < I fiql'Jtn, 

R“o falP-liS, R'o %o f%fcRR, IRTf 

5BRf I 

10. hfr #0 r-pTo HflRTRd, RWST wk RflRdPJT f. 

fwffrn" TTRfrGiR RTE EfTfiT, *€>R5ftR fTRR, 
feRRETIRT ffa, I 

1 1 . 0 t^R 0 M I ^ <3 , R WIR, RpTR ERrfVR 9TR R^JR^ 
RHftR RR, dn-Rf I 

12. ®ff t[R° RRRPT 7TR, RRo f[°, IiE 0 t[Ro rV°, 
RRRJ pMRR, RRR ikYdR, TR3R i%o, 
ERSftTRRE— 3 I 


13. «ft tJRo fco R t dd l ^ , RRtfW'E, fWWPTRT, 

9TTTnmr, (V?l US HttRR— 1 I 

1 4. TTffflf TlRTft RTf RTET Rpfl RRT, 

RTRrfr ¥RPTT PaHdWT, RRTT TRT I 

1 5. «Pl qRo ^fto RT^RTf, RRT R?FT, TTW RMT, 47 9, 

Tf E5RTRT drR ' RR I j TTN fj?, ipPRf-4 I 

I 6 tffaRT CfTTfR % RcfrfR^Efr, Rf 'RtR R’STR 

Rf^R I 

‘[#o <Elo 4-qTTo tT^o ( 7 ) / 7 1 ] 

New Delhi, the 1th April, 1972 

S.O. 1422. — In exereisd of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 15 of the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act, 1958 ( 44 of 1958), read with rules 3 and 7 of 
the Shipping Development Fund Committee [General* 
Rules, 1960, the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri M. G, Pimputkar, Secretary to the Government 
of India, Ministry of Shipping and Transport, as a 
member of the Shipping Development Fund Committee 
with effect from the 25th March, 1972 vice Shri S. K. 
Datta, and makes the following further amendments 
in notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Transport and Communications (Depart- 
ment of Transport) (Transport Wing) No. S.O. 628, 
dated the 17th March, 1959 namely: — 

In the Baid Notification — 

(a) In the first paragraph, for item (1) and the 
entries relating thereto, the following Item 
and entries shall be substituted namely: — 

"(1) Shri M. G. Pimputkar, Secretary to the 
Government of India Ministry of Shipping 
and Transport 25-3-72,” 

(b) for the second paraeranh, the following 
pnraeranh shall he substituted, namely: — 

‘‘(2) Shri M. G, Pimnutkar shall be the Chair- 
man of the said Committee,” 

[No. 35-MD(12)72.J 
B. K. SAHI, Under Secy. 

fif 'fReRl', [7 *TW 1972 
5Sl°WTo 1422. — filqfpi tq'biR Pify nfuld (enhM ) 
fRRE, 1960 % fRRR 3 Rk 7 % RTR fifcl SRTRK qfa 
rMhRE 1968 ( 1968 fiT 44) RUT 1 5 ®f>V RR- 

OTTT ( 1 ) RRT RRfT wfWRf TT RRtR gTT, R7RT^ 

Hi nft PRo %o TRT % fRTR IT «fV t[Ro ^fVo fi|^d+’<, 
RfRR, ETCd RWT7, d'lq^d RfTRffR RRTHR fiV^R 
tRRRR fhfa % RRER % RR if fdR<td TTrft f, RVf Vjd'^ 
r ifCd?,d RtT RRR RRTRR (TffRfR f%RTfi) (qf<d((H 
R5f) RfR^RRT R^f TTo RTo 628, 17 ET#, 

1959 *T R^T RWtRR Wifr : 

RRR rTr^RRT Jt : — 

(fil) ^TT Jr, RR ( 1 ) srfh: dr^pfr, 
ilftferf % rdH^fyd RR rRi- 
PHlf'fd RT^, RNtR : — 

"(l) NT T^Ro ^0 fRPjrqyr i Rp^ c f j 

RTTR, R^RfR Rk'qfiRgR RRTRR 
25-3-1972," 
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(u) qt % fro, fRRfrfeR to srfr- 
TRTFtr fTOTT --hrT^ : — 


*rtr to fqrqfqfqrq qfqfeqr tor; stRttotPtr TO torTO, 

TOfq; ; — 


" ( 2) srf t(To TO° froT^R tor tMr % tto$t 

TOR r 

[?f O 35 -ptTO( 1 2 )/ 72 ] 

TOo % 0 ttTO, tto tPrt i 


(Transport Wing) 

Merchant Shipping 
N'W Delhi, the 22 nd AUirch, iyyz 


“ i o. toto %o 5 utto^, 

S3 'v ‘ 

4 r 1 R fq^MKi, 

TOTUR TTOTO, 
t^rurk i 

“ 1 4 . TO TO° 3 TTCo rTOttot, 

Tfro, 

TOTOn RvTR TOT, 

TOTOi I 


rrtr totr % srfR- 

fqftr i” 


TOTOr rtr tot % 

qfcrfrftr i” 


S.O. 1423 — -In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(1) of section 218 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958) 
read with rules3 and 4 of the Nulional Welfare Board for Seafarers, 
Rules, 1963, the Central Government herby makes the following 
amendments in the notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing) 
No. S. O. 25s dated the 1st January 1972, namely : — 


In the said notification, under th; heading •'Members’* 
for the existing entries against Serial Numbers 10, 14, 17, 
18, 21 and 23, the following entries shall respectively be sub- 
stuted, namely : — 

“ 10. Shri R. K. Budhbhatti, Representative of the 
Director of Ports, Gove- Government of Gujarat.” 
rnment of Gujarat, 

Ahmcdabad. 


“14. Shri P.R. Narasimhan, 
Secretary, Cochin Port 
Trust, Cochin, 

“17. Shri S. K. Somayajulu, 
Deputy Conservator, 
Vnakhapatnam Port 
Trust, Visakhapatnam. 

•‘t8. ShriN. K. Sen, Chairman, 
Calcutta Liners’ Con- 
ference (Crews), 16, 
Strand Road, Calcutta-l, 


Representative of the 
Cochin Port Trust.” 

Representative of the 
Visakhapatnam Port 
Trust.” 

Representative of the 
Shipowners.” 


"at. Capt. J.C. Anund, Manag- 
ing Director, Pent Ocean 
Steamships Pvt. Ltd., 
Fort House, Dr. D. N. 
Road, Bombay — 1. 

“23. Shri K. K. Khadilkar, 
Working President, 
National Union of Sea- 
farers of India, 4, Goa 
Street, Bombay — 1. 


Do 


Representative of the 
Seafarers.” 


[No. 14-MT (41/70.] 


(dfUTOT TOT) 

TORTTOR 

Hi fceTO, 22 TTR, 1972 
ttfTo fl.'e 1423- — hi Huh TOTOR Tit fRRT, 
1 963 % fTOPT 3 TOf 4 HW qfTO RliK TfR RRjpTRR, 
1958 ( 1958 RR 44) TO TTO 218 TO TT-HKl ( l) 

5TO STRvT ufTOTO TT 5TRTR TOUT |T TOTOr TT7RT RdTJTO 
■RTOT TUTOR % RETORT TOT M RRiTR RRTRR (rTto^R TOT ) 
ttfr tqfy^dd'i TRRT TOo 255 fTOTT 1 RRRTO, 
1 972 ftrofafatT tTOtR TOTft : — 

w TfugroTT TT, "TOuTO”, TOR % TOPTR TOT TRTO 
10, 14, 17, 18, 21 TOT 23%TUTO TO^ TORfeTO % 


" 17 . TOtTTo %e TOTRTfT, 

TO TOiTT, 

fTOnWTTRT, TOR TOT, 
fTTOTTTT l” 

" 18 . TO fJRo %R, 

TERifT, TOTTRT, 

TTTOT tTOfRR (Rnff to) 

1 6 TOT, ui ^ T til - 1 

"21. TORR T® TO® TITO 

TON fd'TUTT, 

TO TOtR fTOrfTOT 
snifTO frfriT, TOR 
iJlTOT, ST ® TO ° tTR 0 TOf, 

RTOf-1 

"2 3 . TO%° % 0 STlfTeTO, 

RrTOrTO TO TOT, 

rrrt TOrtr wb TOTOjt, 

4 , TlTOT^tE, TOff -1 

[tf 14 -^To ^,( 4 )/ 70 ] 

New Delhi, the 5 th April, 1972 

S.O. 1424, — In exercise of tho powers conferred by 
paragraph 37 of the Seamen’s Provident Fund Scheme, 
1966, and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of Indin in the Ministry of Transport and 
Shipping (Transport Wing) No. S.O. 1011, dated the 
12th March, 1968, the Central Government, after con- 
sulting the Board of Trustees of the Seamen’s Provi- 
dent Fund and having regard to the resources of the 
Fund available for meeting its normal administrative 
expenses, hereby fixes, with effect from the 1st April, 
1972, the administrative charges payable under para- 
graph 35 of the said Scheme, at two and a half per 
cent. 

TNo. 5-MT (3) /72.J 
J. K. BHATTACHARYA, Dy. Secy. 

TO fTOTO, 5 TOt, 1972 

RiT° SUo 142 4 ' — TrfTO fua??, fdfsT RtTRT 
1966 % s «j 37 STO TTO Tpfdu'l TO 5pfTT h fd ^TJ 
5 ftT TTOT TOTOT ^ TOT TlTOfT TTfTO (qfTOfR 

TOT) qff ufa'^TOi Twr to° ion, froNr 12 rt#, 


frorTOTORT RtTR tot 
% 5 TfdFRfa 1” 


TflW TrfTTO % qfR- 

fRfsf" I 


— RTOTO- 


Rff'RTO ^ JrfRfRFR" 
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1968 % RftHRH if Rlffa farfe fafa % -fifat Rtf 
it Ttmtf qfar % rtr sfrz fafar T toret smrrfTT *tr 
«tft grr TUf % far fafy % Rq-R*y RryRt tff % %Rfrc 
TOR, ^SHT, 1 RRH, 197 2 % WZXi TfaRT Tt 
RfalRT % fol 35 % Rffik fa SEffTRfaT TRK fatrfffa 
| | 

[Ro 5-tnT<k( 3)/72] 

%o rsereI, rt eFrr i 


(Transport Wing) 

(Merchant Shipping) 

New Delhi, the 15th April, 1972 

S.O, 1425. — In pursuance of clause (a) of Sub Sec- 
tion (1) of Section 283 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1058, (44 of 1958), the Central Government hereby 
declares that the Government of Singapore have 
accepted the International Convention on Load Lines 
signed in London on the 5th day of April 1966, as 
amended from time to time. 

TNo. F. 42 MA(1)/70.”| 
A. R. BANERJEE, Under Secy. 

('TffafET T4T) 

twn: 'fid 

R$ ffa?ft, 15 Rfcl, 1972 

Vto WTo 1425. — stTFTR RTcf fayfaRR, 1958 
( 1958TT 4 4) fa RTLT 283fa RRRKT ( l) % W (t) 

% RRRTR if faffa RTflTC ETRfTTT faffa. TLcfl % fa 

fkn^T fa rttpc R 5 wkr, 1 9 6 6 tt verr .it 
TO (PH TT REV Rtfrtfad RLftT-jlR RIT fan RRRE fa 

fafarc f^mr $ 1 

[50 To 42-ttffo t^o ( 1 ) /? 0] 

cto 5crn:o Ryfa Rffa 1 


ministry of tourism and civil aviation 

New Delhi, the 0th March, 1972 

S.O. 142(i. In pursuance of sub-rule (2) of rule 3 
of the Aircraft Rules, 1937, the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendments In the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Tourism and Civil Aviation No. S.O. 1111 dated 
the 19th February, 19.1, namely: — 

In the said notification, — 

(i) in the First Schedule — 

(a) against the entry “Director of Regulations 
and Information" in column 1, in the cor- 
responding entry in column 2, for the 
figures “12", the figures and letter 12, 
83A” shall be substituted; 

ib agairtsl the entity “Controller of Aero- 
dromes” in column L in the corresponding 


entry in column 2, for the figures “82, 89”, 
the figures and letter “82, 83A, 89” shall be 
substituted; 

(c) against the entry the “Senior Aerodrome 
Officer” in column 1, in the corresponding 
entry in column 2, for the figures “82", the 
figures and letter “82, 83 A” sfiall be sub- 
stituted; 

(d) against the entry “Aerodrome Officer” in 
column 1, in the corresponding entry in 
column 2, for the figures '‘82”, the figures 

and letter “82, 83A” shall be substituted; 

(e) against the entry “Assistant Aerodrome Offi- 
cer Incharge of Aerodrome” in coTumn 1, 
in the corresponding entry in column 2, 
for the figures “82”, the figures' and letter 
“82, 83A” shall be substituted; 

(ii) In the Second Schedule, after SI. No. 83 and 
the entries relating thereto, the fallowing 
SI. No. and entries shall be substituted, 
namely: — 


I 

2 

3 

'•8 (A 

Rule SxA 

To permit entry into 



Moveminl uica of an 



aerodrome,” 


[No. F. A V. 11016/1/72- A/AR/1937(1)/I972.] 
S. N, KAUL, Dy. Secy. 


qfad SRk TTTT fa VTRR ETERI 

1^7 2 

*T°<qr° 1426 . — tiwr ffaq, 1937 % ffaE 
% Rq-FERR (2)T EdRTE R faUR EvTTT EETUTT 
ETTT RTTIT % fifad Rfa RIRZ faETRE RSfTTOT fa fay- 
^REI Rfal TTo Rio nil arfw 19 Tfafa, 1971 if 
fdrdfBfaTcT REETR Rifat REfa 

RRy R — 

(i) w* ** — 

(t) TIUR 1 R "faffaEE Efa ^TRi fRfafa’ 
Rfarfe % ETRfi TO«T 2 E fa T; Bifat 
Rfaffa if " 1 2” fafa T ?RTE qt “ 1 2, 8 3fa' 
*fa Rfa RSfTT yffaElffa far 'TEfa J 

(iR) ErUE 1 if “fifiTt EfT fRiLIT” Rfafe £ 
RTRR, 2 it fa RRRRfr yfalfa it 

"82, 89” E'fa % TRTR RT "8 2, 83T, 89” 

RT RtT RSRT Rrqfi; 

(R) TOER 1 it ZRT| ?IfT RfRTTtt” 

Sfafk % RTRR ?RER 2Rk cRFRfift Tfafe 
it "8 2" tf£t % TRTR RT “82 RtT 8 3T” 
/RT RfdTTTfqcT fat! RTUtR ; ' 

(R) TOrR l ir “fTTf R|1 RiyTRt” Rfaffa % 

RTEfi, TOtR 2 ir k RcRRfar srfafe it 
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34H) ] 


"82” SPfit % HTTH TT "82 *ffc 8 3E’ 
HE sftR HSR EffiEHTfacTfEtT HTcRf I 


(Department of Agriculture) 


(s) ?(hh i h “prf h| et hr hire hfithe 
£HTf HfilERY’ STfTfe % HTHE ??T*H 2 
it 4?T HRHTHr Hfaf<R H "8 2” HEl Y RITE 
qR "82 Hit 8 34:” HE EfTHHlirH fER 
5TTTT I 

( ii ) fecffa HRjHT it EH HOT! 8 3 sftR EHH H r EfNE 
TfTfcRff E lEHTH fTfTfHP^cT ’PH TO HR 
HfaRaHt HiHEHlfqH El HHfa :--- 


1 2 3 


"8 34: RlHH 8 14? KHlf H.f % HHHH, sfa H 

Srt^l HESTH ERl % fHT 

'a 


[H° er craft. iioi6^4 7 ' 2 W^ SErR / 19 ‘ 37 ( 1 )/' 1972 ] 

tT To tr?R EYE qT HfHE I 


MINISTRY OF AGF.ICUI/ri RE 
(Department of Community, Development) 

New Dell ii, the 22nd March 1972 

S.O. 1427,— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 (([O' 
of 1952), the Cerjtral Government hereby further 
extend up to 31st August, 1972, tha periodwithin which 
the Commission of Inquiry to look into the affairsTand 
accounts of Bhorat Sovak Samaj, appointed by . the 
Government of India in the- Department of Community 
Development vide Notification Nd. 9(2)'/68-LKK dated 
21st February, 1909, shall make its report to the Cent- 
ral Government. 

[No. L.14012/1/72-PC.] 
M. RAMAKHISHNAYYA Add. Secy. 

HERR 

(HnjEiftrE fiiEm fstEH) 

.22 HTE, 1972 

C[H° Hi o 1,4 2 7. — H1H HT4TH HtStEHH 1952 
( 1952 ET 60) Hfl HRT 3. gTRI HEfT Hfwf ET HhYt 
ERT gh, SreR OT'EHIhCh Et fkTE 'fftfR HRE 

^EE HHTH % HTHSTt HR HHI-Wl Yt HTH ER% E fHt> 
HIRE HRER % til HE I ffiE fEETH (HHTH Et Hfy^Edl 
ITWT 9 ( 2 ) / 6 8— r[H ° E o % o ftPTfE 2 1 ERERt, 196 9 
STRI (fi^Ed 3irE HTHfH HTHt Rh)R EgI b HRER El 
EHT, hd^TH 31 HERE, 1972 EE HR HfRt | 1 

[H 0 THo 1 4 0 1 2 ( 1 ) / 7 2— "ft o HIo] 
^H° RTHfEE^HT, HftrfYR HpHE I 


New Delhi,- the 11th April 1972 

S.O. 1428. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 3 of ihc Agricultural Produce (Gruding and 
Marking) Act, 1937 (1 of 1937), the Central Govern- 
ment nereDy extends tlio date speemed for the pur- 
pose of inviting' objections and suggestions', on the 
draft of the Shgekakai powder Grading and Marking 
Rules, 1971, published with the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of- Food, 
Agriculture, Community Development and Coopera- 
tion , (Department of Agriculture) No. S.O. 1210, 
dated the 20ih February, 1971 (see Annexure) , ■ trom 
the 7th April, 1971 to a date one month from the date 
of publication of this notification. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be receiv- 
ed fiom any person wiLti respect to the said dial'! 
rules on or belure the date so extended will me consi- 
dered by the Central Government. 

ANNiiXURB 

Rules 

Sheekakai Powder Grading and Marking Rules, 1971 

1. Short title and application. — (1) These rules may 
be called the Sheekakai Powder Grading and Marking 
Rules, 1971. 

(2) .They-sihall apply to Slmekakai Powder prepared 
in lndia r 

.^2. Definition:;. — In these rules, unless the context 
otherwise requires, 

(a) “Sheekakai Powder” means the produce 
obtained by grinding polls of Acacia Con- 

< einna; 1 

(b) ‘Agricultural Marketing Adviser’ means the 

' Agricultural Marketing ' Adviser to the Gov- 
ernment of India; 

(C) ‘Schedule’ means Schedule appended to 
these rules. 

3. Grade designations. — Grade designations to indi- 
cate i the .quality oi snaeuukui powder snail be as set 
out in culumn l or .Beneduie li. ' 

4. Definition of tju dutj. — Tim quality of sheekakui 
powder indicate^' Dy the respective grade designations 
shall be us set out against each [grade designation in 
columns 2 to 5 ol Senoduie li. | 

5. Grade designation rnarks.~il) The grade desig- 
nation marks in the case of sheekakai powder packed 
in polythene or paper bags sfiaij consist of a design 
incorporating' the number of certificate of authorisa- 
tion, the word ‘Agmark and the grade approved by 
the Agricultural Marketing Adviser. 

(2) The grade designation mark in case of shee- 
kakui powaer packou m containers of jute or cloth 
as also in containers in winch Sealed polythene bags 
or ^aper ■ cortons of graded slieeitakai powuor are 
packed, shad consist of a label, specifying the grade 
designation and bearing tne design (consisting of an 
outline map of India with, the word ‘Agmark’ and 
the figure of rising spri,. with the words 'Produce of 

India’ and HjRfftH resembling the one as set out 

in Schedule I. 

6. Method of Marking. — (1) The grade designation 
mark shall be securely affixed to or printed on each 
container in a manner approved by the Agricultural 
Marketing Adviser. 

(2) In addition to the grade designation mark, the 
following particulars shall also be clearly, und in- 
delibly marked on each container, namely: — 

(a) Date of packing in code or plain letters. 

(b) Lot number, and 

(c) Net weight. 




(3) An authorised packer may, after obtaining the 
prior approval of the Agricultural Marketing Adviser, 
mark his private trade mark on a container, in a 
manner approved by the said Officer, provided that 
the private trade mark does not represent a quality or 
grade different from that indicated by the grade 
designation mark affixed to or printed on the con- 
tainer in accordance with these rules. 

7. Method oj packing , — (1) Only sound, new, clean 
and dry containers, made of Polythene, jule, cloth or 
paper bags shall be used for packing sheekakai 
powder and they shall be free from insect infesta- 
tion or fungus contamination and free from undesir 
able smell. These shall be closed and sealed in a 
manner approved by the Agricultural Marketing 
Adviser. 

(2) When more than one packet is put in a large 
container, all the packets snail bear Agmark labels 
and outer container ahull also bear Agmark label. 


8. Special condition of Certificate of Authorisation . — 
In addition to the conditions specified in rule 4 of the 
General Grading and Marking Rules, 1937, the fol- 
lowing special conditions shall also be observed by 
the authorised packers to the satisfaction of the 
Agricultural Marketing Adviser. 


(1) An authorised packer shall provide such faci- 
lities as may be necessary to the Inspecting Officers 
duly authorised by the Agricultural Marketing 
Adviser in this behalf to discharge their duties under 
these rules. 


(2) An authorised packer shall make such arrange- 
ments for testing Sheekakai Powder as may be pres- 
cribed and samples of sheekakai powder shall be 
forwarded to such control laboratory as may be noti- 
fied from time to time by the Agricultural Marketing 
Adviser. 


Schedule I 
(See Rule 5) 

Design of grade designation mark 
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Schedule II 
(.See Rules 3 and 4I 

Grade designation and definition of quality of Sheekakai Powder 


Moisture Total ash* Acid insoluble 

Product ('percent') ('percent') ash* (per cent") General characteristics 

maximum maximum maximum 


(0 


(2) (3) (4) 


(S') 


Special" ..... 10 j 

General^ 15 6 


♦Expressed pn moisture free basis. 

(ffiffiUTPl) 

JltfiHefr, 11 ?T^r, 1972 
<PT° *TT° 1428. — ffft (ft ftkf ' J T ftft: 

^TfirPrcnr, 1937 ( 19377 m) 7ft trm 3 sm 
5R7T Hfftepff 7T TfttT Tuft |TT R n ,cf^SITT 

«n*bl+rf 'TTHST ftoffamT *ffa fftqq, 1 9 7 1 % qmT 

TT ftk Wftffttl TITft ^ 5pff3pT % fort, 

TTKel iTCTTTT'fc tflhtr', frfq ftfa; 4u^4l(W fftq.H 

eHTT R^+lpOT JT3HRT (#1 fftRUl) 7ft TifftgjmT AWT 
77T°HTo 1210, difto 20 'hr - a (1, 1971 (^[ftST ftft), 
% tthi qrifm fftfftiw qpfttg- 7ft 7 stJh, 1971 ft 
srfsr^ATT % STTnOPT 7 ft cIRftsr ft TR RTR cTF 7ft dlftvj 
cPF snyTefr I I 

'37eT HUFT fmftl % «ll^. ft lh+1 1 3q!l £ rpf ell 
7?1 RT fftftt 3ft ®7f7T ft ftt ftV iqpftq qr ^fTHT 

STTCT qq %?3fftl Rqqqr fftHlT q^tft I 

uqnrt* 

ftwWTi RTTfT 'fttlftTHH fthC fftJT* 1971 

1 . WHUftT HT1 ?ft*T -• — ( l) fwft 7ft 

ftWTnf ihh ft'jfimrr fttr fftqq, 1971 

5TT H%HT I 


1 (i) The sheekakai powder shall be prepared 

by grinding chon soapnut pods (Acacia 
Concinnal and shall contain not less 

2 than 99-0% by weight of such ground 
powder. 

(2) When passed through a standard seivc of 
500 Micron not more than i-o% shall be 

retained on the scive. 

(3) The sheekakai powder shall be free from 
dirt, mould growth, insect infestation and 
all types of adulterants. 


[No. F. 13-11/70-C &M] 
T. D. MAKHIJANI, Under Se C jy. 

(2) ft RTCT ft ftqTT fftft qft TTTifT IT 

HPT iftft I 

2. ifTmsrra : — ^ fftrftr ft nfft ftrft ft srptt 
TlftfHT T pft — - 

(tt) uftTmnf TTTfT ft 'tr^ftm Tldfiimr’ 7ft 

qfftnff 7ft ftlHm' uuti fftm Hift ttht hcttc 

nfftw | 1 

(tq) fftft fftRORT ■H-4'lpi+If ft HTOT fKTTR' 7T 
frfq fftqjtpr fHi^+K srftnftf $ l 

(q) 'snjgrft' ft sh fftwr % hut ftw«T 
HfftfttT | 1 

3. ftiftf ^rfVr«rr3T: — ftftppFrft qro 7ft tpnfftaft 

^ggfuRl frqft qrft s ftft rt Ph 9 1 1 ft jftft ftt 2 % 

HHW 1 ft dmftld t I 

4. 7ft gftRtRT : — fftftrcr ? ftwy nfftmftf 

am 'd'-taftid ftfthRiTf hi'^«c 7 ft 7 ^ ^ftft 7 ft 

2 % Him 2 ft 5 ft STcftY ftftf HfftaFT % HHlft 
mgf'inr | 1 

5 . ftiqft Hf T ? HH : — ( l) TTfftfftT 7T tfrURT 

% ftftf ft ftr fftft 3lft nHYTTT? 7TT*T 5W ft ftftY SlpR' 

UFT i^TT ftft 7T ?ft7T fftnft TlfsTTHT MRFlMef 
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%t RSTT, nr|fTT ^ qpsq sfrr frfa fwU RTT^+K 5KT 

RjEtfor ^°fr €r qf ivf\ : 

( 2 ) ^ srstt qnrf % muEff sftr Pit smrRf $. 

pRE WPfTRlI RTHR % qtf%pR % PtRR 

4 % TTRT TiRR % Ps«W pT f%q RT Pf , TTi 1 f%E SrWl*M$ 
t-rrarr 4 ft r?tt % shtft srfRjR PrfqfR ^tt %tr 

1 P f%HTR % iRRT (nRT% RR % 

HR HTR % HRpRR %t WUIT ?TtT wV "'-tTTGfEr 
RTK” H*fr % HR ' 3 E% |tt %t RT?>f% % Pi r 4 T 7 3 RT ) 
(Vi) I VI ?RT I 

6 . fV^T <ft <Ti%. — (l) RRt ?rf%SIR f%^ 
grf% f%TR ewi^tk ippifer frfq % m^+ wtctr tth 
qr gvfssR tot it Petert ht 5rf%tr f%R hurt 1 

(2) 'Jift ■qfvTJTE Prgf % atRi P’et aPR rnffH 
qur TTfqf -TfHf^T pR ■ r 7 RR n T 5Tfa* RT € fqffRcT 
f%q 5 RT»f, 5 r 5 T‘r^ : — 

(q;) flPra %t HTfEg 1 , HT%f%P R ht% nerd 3 

(g-) HR *rr sfu: 

(q) Peth hr: 

( 3 ) ?rfa fW'R TOTTffT.TT R WRltR RET 
ertt % qrqm rPiih RtR Prat wtetr rh qr sttr 
srrft£ ottr fVigj rr Hfaqrrct sttt sRHtfiR ftfir % 
f%ip th h%r, qr^ othr: fRsf vt fwff 


% R^HK TTTOK TT fqqqtl^r TOF sjfro f%H “Rift 
HfatTR fVfSf 5 TO OTlfiiR OTftrct R H<rft H ftUT 
TRpfft R ^Jft %t Pnjf%T H qRR $t I 

7 . <ifaq%t q^frT. — ( l) tfWT-PT^ qTTST ^?T 

qf%q % fET^r %rt qif tter ?tV^ •ufr Tfqrr, qV'Ti- 

f«ET, ^ W qT TRR % 4 ^f % ^ WETR 91 ^ ^ EqifR 
flf TTT^ Emrrj- sftT t ^ ^fTOT, ET TqET H^nq «ftT 5 Rt^fR 
n«j % zfer ?tq i q #f fqqRq sttt w^- 

Etfcr ftfir ^r ?fh: fqqr i 

( 2 ) sot Prat sestet tet if qqr ?r 5 rffeR tfqr? 
str eft F>ft qpb'jt qr tRimf het ^Ptt qfk 
Tn*x ?mFr qR qr; 1 *fr n . J iqi'f qmr httrt i 

8 . WTfqqrrr RmrqE fqrrT wf. — EraTuq 

q-cftqER qfrr Peut, 1937% Pete 4 if Wfe 
Rif % wPrfRH Peer EHT^qnr % snq fir 
% PtrPtPrt Prwq Rrf ®pt '(ft stnrqTR qTprfR 
f%R HTtRT 1 

(1) mftRFfl %ET $fa pTTR Wlfl ffTO ra 1 
fHf*ra RTfR rt ?r M i fugH fHftefnq srrsmPuff %t r 
fwft % WfR R?3JT qiR % Pttt RREEP ^Pnj^f ^TT I 

( 2) sri1%iR ^ qftrq^ qRR %qfte,Eq % f%^ 

fqf^cl sqRRtT q%qr, qfp; nftRETf m^ 8 < % R£T ERT- 

hrt qT fiq Petr ttret^t sttt sfftr^fRT Petot 

qifmTHT %t R'pR f%% H#r I ' 
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(Pm 5 ^ft) 

Soft UpTETET TT f?TITT 



2 

(Pm 3 ?frc 4 ?f^r) 

'iffaTtflf <TTT*T *r NElt Wp<I^W sfk WTf«®t ^ TpTTTTT 


T?7TC 

oft (srftrera-) 
srPnim 

*JT TOT 

(tPow) 

srfftTm 

*ttPtot tot 
(tPrEI) 
STpRiOT 

TTTTT9T WfT 1 ! 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Prefaj 

j 

10 

5 

1 

( 1 ) tffanrnt mm ots® fRr ofr (i^rpio 

T>Tft-FTT) Tt t ftTT TR cFTK fW Rlfto 5pR 
'3TFT TTT l' pFTT jp5TT TTrST T3FT % 5FJHTT 99 
5tp5nfiT ft »pt oft ^Pit i 

sram 

15 

6 

2 

( 2 ) t>UU Tft ^N3i Pi <1 'cilft Tift IT 

1 tPrei ft tP«o #oft ft oft *rfto i 
( 3 ) Tpr^m^ 7 TRSR TT, TTpT ^fe, TT9T 

Tlftt TOR fftTR3 cETt ft <%T ^PTT 1 


:1 T4T FTT TT0T7 TT Tfamcl I 


[ffo T5T^ 13-1 1/7 0-f-iWro OTr ’iF’To] 

fr° TnfrTT^r, fP^* i 
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(wiw feUEl) 

fe fefe, 30 ffeTWT, 1971 

*TfTo tfro 5 593. -WW TE5 fesfeTW, 1 955 ( 1 9 5 5 
*ET 1 0) ^ SIRT 3 3TTT TET fenfe! TT W>T mfe 
fefelT THTPR TTT T?m rnfel, 1 9 5 5 T 5 tYt 5TPt fefesET 
nfe % fern ncRnu fe h Pi fe t sufer mfe; — 

1. (i) nr srrfer m mm (fert?ET) fefe, 

1971 n?T m few | 

( 2 ) ?? nm mrfe 1972 nr srfrt fen i 

2. ITT mm nfel (fe% Wfe ?fe>' WEI TTT Wfe? 

T^r w^) $ 2 Jr, — 

(i) mi (?) % TOTET ffelferfm mfe? 

5E7T WlfMcT fen > 1 1 ".'I I , STTEf .' — 

'(nr) "mv 8 , jfr rPTf? --n ?rV 5T5© 

nfe % femrJr 1 $ n tit ft fern fen 
nrr fer 5rfefe? | ; ’ 

(ii) TKfe (ei) Tf,— 

(n) E? (V) Jj, "TTt% Elfe % feni WR fer” 

51®fe n TTTTt^ “'-h'H 51®? 5ET1 

WlfET fen mfe ; 

(m) m (XIII) % nW^ fewferfecf E? 5EcE 
wrim nY mfeY, nrfe; ■ — 

"(XIV) nr fefenr fern ;” 

(e) ffeqEET it? (XIV) mrnY E?(XV)fe 
m Jr gmrfwTfeE nT mfeY ■ 

(.ili) W TTTT H ^il fsi E 39 lr ll ? (9”) % 9 >MEi 

fmnferfimr mrfey 5m wiffer fen mrn, 
5Erfa : — 

(nr) '%ffer” ^ 1%TfY ttt mm % eteet tt 
feifefd irfer, fefeT, fefiET fEEEfe- 
n WffeiT few W EEfeET EfEEE 

I ; 

(iv) w (n) Jr "m| few % ffei fen nwr 
%” 5rfef fe WET IT “mf few fe fenr % 
w I n feffer Tirm |” 5m Effenffer 
feir drrrTiT ; 

(v) mpfe (n) fe wet tt, fmnferferE twt 
TT feWTfeT fen m^n, nfer ; — 

"(w) "ifer" % fefe few^lfTfe ES[fein 
Ye n fern fernfe & fmJr 1 o srfem 

^ fET Midi TT TT TT 5ft i^dl*l, ^17, 


%?TT, 5Tlfe TT TfefTT ^TET ^ 

?1 I 

3. w srfer % 3 % ttot ( i ) Jr, w ( i ) ^ 

mvte( fewfeffer m iF<r ?«nfer # TTo.fe, mfe : — 

" ( ii) ptp«t 5tYt tFtttt fefem tttw (wttw 
fewr) n q^r srfnfeFsr ” 

4. infer Jfr ^ 5 Jr — 

(i) ( 2 ) % wet <tt, ferrferferr mrfes 

Tfewrfm fen di^u, 5 etY^ : — 

"(2)JnnFTfeT Tfe, 5ft mffer tYt t, mt ( 1 ) 
% ?m>r 5fesr tt mr^r m % 
ferr fife ZEfr, wfe : — 


(n) it? nwEr 

100 T<Ei 

(n) mrirmErn i 

6 00 Tfe 

(t) TEnniTTn 2 

4oomi 

(^r) mr nmT ij 

200 WT 

(?) T?cT 8TWT 

1000 WIT 

(^) fen 

500 wfe 


(ii) mEi? ( 3 ) Jr, fenferferr twee ferrr 
mrm, nfer : — 

sfe Tmfe ( 4 )% infer 5r^?rfei rr ?Y 
m n mt nrjrfer nfe ?j?t ?Erfefe 
% fen; fefe m % fefew Jr irfer fe 
mi W, nnifefeT, fe??T nprfer ife 
n srfsmr fe et nfe?^ fe srfemer 
nr ?t mfer i” 

5 . 5rrfei % fe? 8 % TnaT (i) -■ ,irct r^r) 
fe; "$.ttt wr Tnm" 5 ifelr % nm]; ferfeferffer fey ferr 
TRHII, mfe ; — 

"fer fen ^fe ferr fe qfe m rfe 5 iYt 
rfefe n ffefe rf^ifer n nfernr n ferr 
Jr fe mife 1 5 r^rffe ^rfe nfe % 5 ?, 
ferferfen nrr n^nr fe nfe nfer fey 

TTfel 5ET?TEET 5Tfemfe % TRT Tffe^YfeT 

fe mfeY 5 iYt yfer, 5 t^?tnt 5rfanrfe fe 
54 9^fe % ffern, fef fefe Tff fem 
min” 1 

6 . m 5 rfe?r % fei 1 1 % Tnfe ( 2 ) Jr, "um 
“nffe^'' w nsTTf Jr fem mrn ffem fe mm 
m nfe "fife % wet 9T femferffer ?k Trferwrfecr ffe 
mfe ncmYfe; : — 

"femy” w , nfe fe fefe fen mi, 
tew iw fer ^rr% mrit nr 5rmrT 5 ?Yt 
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9, EFT Wfrtl Ft FsEEfE TTq?£Et — 

( l) OT 1 (f) if, — 

(j) 3 et 3 % EFE EE, fFEFEpFT 'IeT EFEEETfEE 

fw etaf, ’iVet: — 


V\ 4f kt Fet ErfkF ef fFEErn? t'eft % faq 
frun etf kt fte ee ft - eft t stF tttf Ffkq i’ 

7. EFT TTTFE % JFE 1 6 A , EE ( 1 1 ) E, “F Et eF?” 
STikf % EFE EE "tpr Et FpEtFE” EF HfSP-TTpFT %q 
ETqE I 

8 . eee et^e tt eft FyjEf A — 

(i) eft V A , — 

(e) EE 2 Etz 3 % WFE EE, fE^EpEfijE 
EE EfEFFfEE EE EIReF ut?t: — 

"2. EEEETTE /EE* EE EF 

3. FT EF EcETF ET FTE FfTTE/ (Fee EE 
FETE fEfEE?E EEEr/ PfiE E EfEE 
TTRT F?F Z* l” 

(*t) tu 8T EEFT TT, PtftRtPjt EE EfE- 
EFftcr tT ^ruTTrC srE%: — 

“ 3 . 'J# Ft % EtEFT fEfEfEE/FTE % EiFE EE 1 E 
TIT 'FT TrTrrf EE fE JJ?E |”; 

(e) EFT A, fTFTfaf'sTcr sfts fcF EP7ET, 

srafa: — 

“*5fr EFJ E it EE TIT EtfEE r ; 

(ii) see V ir, — 

(t) JR- 2 % EFE EE, f^HR-fPlTT IK EfoEETfEE 
T?t ETEEt, TTEPf: — 

“2. fTfrrfiFT TTk/fTT Jr eReT EEFT % farr 
infers qfurrf EE EETV; 

(iw) ^TTTT’ft T EFE EE, fEJEfEpEE ETEEfT 
FlffTT®! |Im<J eR FO/il, TFTfq: — 

faFEEFTElEET ?r)t qEtErOE 

fMrTEFEAT fkfrfTT EEEpEETZt TUT EE- TFJEfEE 

Ft eeRt TTk/frr ee suet ePe FtE EftTEEEt % 

A E k T ^EETSTE 

HEFT % Pte 

snTsrfiT eft 
ETETET EE 
EFT 


“3. ETE EFTTCf ^ fkPHT?T % fEE FTEtfor EEEFE 

* -4 

sftE MeeRe EfEEE EFT ETERT F fEfEE?E % pEF HWR 
FF ~ETTT % fElEETE % TIT ft uf STTt % TTEfTT % 
fTTTCr !EJTT>fff ^1^: 

Tf? JITjfftT TpUTT TT i nftrT TT TUT'Tt W> r TfWT, 
EFT Tlk TT a !T Tf'TTTf Ttkf % ftrpTEfT % f?TF felT FTpr 
At AA ESTt, EFT 5fTT STUT TFT I kt E TE TeqTTt ^ iftEtE 
fw EFT FftwirTT rrsf: q-fE spr SFATTE ZtET I 

PTCstTTT!r : 

irant, eft irpiEr TfTrTf A te eftrt A TfrE#E 

Tt EUTrrTE TFEE EERlE 9TEFET fRiTTE FT RtRjE 
ft it sr?rrfqrE Tt EWEt Trk t^tft eize TiTETEf # aet 
A, WITFTT Vet jtfET 9E EPE ^Et ktkt I 

(ii) 1 3 Jr, "fitz eiwe et^’' it rura 

Efkfe: % TETE TU fEFEfEfeE srfkfe: 
EfEWrfEE Tt ETFEt, TFTtE: — 

"ee TOTE EEE e 4 if ITT ER ’’ I 

( 2 ) EFT I (ft) T FETE EE, fE^EfErfrJcT ETE 
EfrFEllHd fTET I'^ET, EEtE: — 

" ETE 1 (i?) 

EEE’ET'ff ft fETE 5TFTE A EEEf if ENT ETFET : 

( ^ ^EETE. — FT ETfR'T EE TfE fEE it 
eRtt ETETfEE «TEET ETET ET 250 
eItTeT EE A EfET fE ElfE'T TFTTEE 
ETET ETEETET I 

(?e) EFT EHtETT. — qr EUfET EE EfwfEE 
AT Tt EEETPtE STEF E>E 2 5 0 EtffET 
EE fE FfET EETTE ETE TEEFE I 
(if) EJ TTEFE: — FESET EE EfsEET % fETETF, 

1 0 eteFet ee A feFet fE etFet 

TE ETTTEE FT EEEETE l" 

EFT EtE EE EFTEFT k? TTEFEt T> ttk EET eFeEtFeE 

ll --. Vi> 

TIE 2, ETE ET ET-EEF A EtE TTFT E^FfE FEET ET 

eetf|, 

EFT E 1 : ElFT EET STtE EFsEEt TT EETF EF 
TE EFTET % fEfEETE % ETEFT TrUFE , 

EFT T 2 I 5TEFE : eFeeFsTE ETFEt ^ EErq EE TE 
^■FlF % f®fEq 1 u l % fEq FTTfc^ 
trwte I 
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wf isT : unwd frrff ?rk jrfkr^: t 

fTpTHH ^7 far SPJ3TT | 

ttt tPtt wff % ^refnr dpprqr tr^pT fqrqfaf'Ter 

W'kivT TT W'JHRTT : — 

WT : — 

JT^fT TT TP" fkfffJrflT k 4 d' qPf 

■mq^qi qr^T sk 3Tkt qW'RTTT ^|'<H %■ 5PJHK Trl^T 

m Jr q^pft Tsrri'i^n* i mt-tt'ji for Jr *|# tt^t % ^tt ^rr 

7SPT 3W?q fw ^nxniT | 

•^TiiWTPT FTET V\ W^Wni : — 

mwT qkf, qfkq'T, tqrr q?irTr sk sett w^\ Tnqqr 
sf STffgTUiR'q T fsTtr TTFd Rff-T STTqr TI TTTHT I 

^putt wk nrrofaq ttet Tr qqqfaH vr *, 


qfTHT <fTT — 

qqJJ qi 1 M=p 1 qi 2 JT^Pt 73T 

* 1 . ^qmrq: 35oq^ i75®rf 100 qJr 
jftdi. qter ifid < 

kr qmq r H : isoqq iooqit soq^t 

iftdr to: to: 


*(Tnftrft^fqrrpT^w^^ soMPd^id Jr top 
q^f ^pqr) 

3 . ij? KPT 1 H ; 25 qif to*: 


d+dKl +4di(r *rk srqtq'rrprr # *rtto : — ' 
1WW : — 

'3'cTRf qu ftoto tjJr am tut 

fktofw *rftoT Jr 71 g>fr Trf^rr, q^tftTT fw 
' 1 2 3 TPTTT : — 

(qr) °ft iftor qiunH Jr qrq Jr qnr c^q: ^rf 
% ww tor gr?r srteftftrefV qT ^HnqfdT 

■jdlfdq-D % Trq-qj-o tT^r tfTo (sfNftf^Fft) 1 

(qr) fkft qrqdimm ton Jr torPraft 
Jr -H'ltofTT ftoto, qr TT^TTETTt ton- 
fTTT qT toT PETto 'TTfddpME Jr TX 
torw ftokrr q%r to to 1 

(q) tt fto % ^r Jr ™rrqq m to tor to 

Onto «fk TX totoP to PTH" TTORt ij cfET 
q^ tt eqrqqrfrT i 

qrmrrJr Jr, k*t ^TT%7?r tJ feflq % 
snftq srfarfei WirfeTf % sfhttt, nqr 
Tfrqvijcdr fpfr f^raJr Jnfr ttift ^tt, f^rr 
'q-wr so qJr ifizr ^tt ^htt frRrJr q^r- 
Tsqnqf % fq#m % ffd? qqM ^dwr 
1 

th ■jrqrjr % fqfqqW tJJr sqfrr aur f?q% TTTfrpr- 
fJrPffT ?T^qKrf Jr t ^ ^ft, TJtfssrr f%rr qurnT : — 

(t) Tirrqq qi irfq jrfqT 

qr® ^TTdfro; 

(qr) fTdfr qrqciTTRT rrrqK %, ^ qfrTdT'T 
Jr qm ^ qqq rftq qro ^ srqfa % mww qq 
Hs L diqi qT jnrrqw ; 


qqftrd' wk qqm qRcr Tqqrrq ^rkmi 

^ g qfwrr ^ qrqqTq ajiwr ittwr 

ttwi \ 


1, (qr) Tkt rrmfr Tt ij^rk •* fd * t kt titt "T t ttitpi ttitt fri%fr tW tPtt ctTt qr ttRtt qrqrdTTfT 

qT TTjfTfqqq ar| T sqr Tfmd qr rpqfqrqqq % t'T 
fqqnJ-ix 0 . 75x 0 . 75 to fam?- ix 0 . 75 x 0 . 75 qkc qr sd^rrl 

qrt qqtq 

1. qkr^f *pY wTq 

2. krp# TsrJr qftq htt-Shm % ftrtj 

^ 1 Rim 1 I 


(qr) qtqqft 


1. qtd^' ETtq qrt q7fk 

2. qk^' TqpT % tqi 
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747T 

7 1 + 71% 

77 777717 7^7 

7T7717 



2 . T7 ijfa: T"T tlTT TT77 


3 . Iff fTTFTTT TjTr f77777T sfk 
f%77 


1. %7 f%7% 3MT 77 rP:rlT 4 77 

^frs^; sst^t^pt T^prfTTT m 

777771 ^PTT7 r 4T 77 7 ^T-T^r 

wrvfr ?rrwt 77 %r 

2. 77Tt*ft ^7T7 % 7% cftf^nr, 
HKfw, f>m^T sffT 7%rf%7 

7TT 1 

c, 

3 . 3rst%7W7 5fk %rf%7 % faq 

7Tft % 77 71 %t%7 % £%> 

sw^t^pt^r 77t%*Rf77 

va * '- <3 

7.7% 2% 70. jl% 7 rffTtr 

4. lT?^fafWT 71 777%!% ^777 

7% 1 2 % SET 7 7<J7fT7t 

Cs 

1. 77 %ft/71 7F%7 

77 7T Tlf77 77*77 


1. 77 I lf7f777 7T 77Tt%t \TTET 71 77 7 

-t ' i % "UTT 7 f+r 1% 7 4 flT 7TT 4T4T- 
T7 1 0 77 7%7T % 7T f77% 77%*1 
TtTTT t«a: j% 

2. 77TTtjf 7*717 % 77 7%f^f%7 ?ftr 

7%%7 77t7 3TO 

3- %7W7 ifTT 7lf%'7 % f%T7 Tp77 IT7% 
7f%7 77% 7 ^7 1%T %tq% % ZV 


4. 7?qf7f7T7 71 77%>% ??7T7 7> 5 0 
7 7-77 7?7f%Tt 

1. 9Tf%7-7lf%7 777*777 71' ?T^|Tf77 
77 


i . 337T 771517 


5 . *1771 Sfk 77177 7*771 


6 faiTl 77 HT* 7177 77 777 % 
fat* 7r^f%s7T77, 7S177 
7771 7^7 7 7151 T 


2. %77t'7t 77717 77 ; 71 7*771- 

f%77 7% T77t 

3. T^fafaqTT 71 77TI7T ?*T17 

%1 10ofa^%1UJ7 5JTl%vil% 
** 

4. JtTTlrfl 17717 71 7* 7 lf7f777 

% 7%7 

5. 3777* 7*717% %%* 7T7 %1 <jt 

if? farr 77177 

1. *€fa 7T^7 77f5pff 7fe7 7T4- 

777 7T 77 f Fti7 

2. TTfatr* Tfir f,(Hxn)£T 

3. fa^WlTT 


1. 7%T7 7T% 7% 7W%T 

2. 77777 7% 7JT77 47 WH J 

3. 7737 7771 TTH 4ft 7$fPT 

4. 773 7*% 47 Ovtr 

1. 7T3— f-UTlTT 7 fltr 3%f 4 1 7 
%W> 

2. 5fa-rT3Tfa7 WT-7t3* 

3. Tlfa’TS'Tl 

*\ 

4. SJ777 f*7rf 7 7 dTfTTT 100 

3> 2^ 77 7f% 7T3T 

5 . T'^n: ^7 


2. 7^T f77T77 7t 7'JTt7 

3. 77 7 777 717 777>Jt ^777 7 t% 

f> 77 r 57 mfcrr 5 o o f '777 7 77 7 
?> 


1. 71777 

2. 47 17 7T77 77fw 

3. 77f7177 

4. 7fT<7^'f % ftT7 77Ttf777T 

5. f7CB77t7t77 

6. 77 f777 |7 ffK7 f77 OrTT'^tTT'F 
\\l. 7t77 77% 7% 75fT7 

2. 7t77T 7T! 73177 77% 7t 77t7 

-o 

3. 7T»% ^ 771% ^t 7717 

4. 777 77% %t 771 

1. 717-f%C7777 7T77 

2. 77-7r-7Tf77 177-7477 

3. 7t77 i'=P (ITITT 7lf%7T) 

4. f77Tfi7 irrfVTI 2 50 7T 2^ ^7 Hf7 

7T7 

4. 77T V7 
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% 2 % qRTT qk TFTT T fTOTfr? TfSTf T pT^ TZt % Fr STtFsTT TTkZt qk TTZTTZ k ReRTT 

TT7TF k STTTT'TTr Tj?T I 


( 3) TUT II — 

(i) ttt ztt ir qk qro-TfrzT ?r fqsr t-tz^t” qFtfk t ztet tz farqfqfkT nFifk tFttttPtt k 

TTRmt qqk : — 


(ii) TT?? ZZFff ‘V qZTT % ZTFT TZ “ 10 ” STTtFt zqrfTTT FlRT qTTTTTT ; 

(ili ) SET T Ff-TFtFjT TR-F^RT TR FfTT TrrrrTiT, zrqr?f : — 

TTRT TfT TFJ TZ'tZFT % FtE TTTZ T qf k WT T, TFfT % ZZT T1 ^<TT qFkT «l jZSTT'’ 
(4) 'TFT IT % T7TE[ FTPTfTFTT TFT SFZnZTffTT fklT TT^TT, qqfa : — 

''■TFT II ('T) 

TFT TTZT T Fw fTFr^'i 


zettt 


fqiFTT ZTSFT 

fWT T7TTT T JT qfkT TcTR qrtfTZT T5TT 

fklT TTT T TFT ZZT 

TT ^TTTFT TT RRcW 

TfTWT srfzTTTZT 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


qpq TTTZ? (qk qk kf TTJJTcT TTTZ TT FtTT 15 
TTFTFT ttzz TT SPT- 

qfqzr tzztt) 

TctZT qk 5FTRTO TTTZT kt ^TTTT TFPTZ TT f%ZT 1 5 


20 T4TZT ^Z T%, q-tf TTT % ^ZT T #TTZ 
fqTTT 5T#rf, TTIT TcTT? T q^k ZTFFtF, 
TT ZFTFT ZT SltZ k % TFT TTTT TT 

40 ttzt ^ Ftp zqrqTfkr q?q qzprz ttft 

^FTT I k TT qZT % ZTFT klTT k TTPT 
fip-tlTT qT ZFTkTT & Tf ^ q?T ,ZTTZT, 
GFTZ TT FlFw *Z[kq, OWTfTT 
trfZT¥ TTk ET^TT irfat I ^PTR % 
ztrFptt tFt? qk ttfttzt; 

% FT T SFTOT TART : 1 . 5 TfcTTTcT qk 
0 . 1 tFtw tt srftJT kr |tk qi%r i 
akr kf ofzznz, frfqq, ZT OT TJTZTTTf 
ttft kr krr ttIw i krz zqkf 

ir Tizr TO ZT3TZFTT ZTTT §Ftt qrfTF qk 
TfT 5FTT % TT qTT%5FnF TFff qk ZTIT 
q ttt kfT "^rrfk i zrrqf ztk zft 
Tq JEkl q i ^qr? 

ir fe«i m q fk[ qk tz zt^t ztz tz 
kf stzr tr k 1 fl^T qrfk qk 
37° #0 TZ E/T ZnZTT^ TTT qTqTTT f%TT 

qk tz qkn^ % k^ fkf 
kq =zrfk 1 ” 
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(5) tft IV Jr, — 

(i) totT' Jr, ttt htt Jr, "mx” in % tftrt "xt (ft % w io%)” tft, ftrf hf wk TFrTreTx 
sTTT.TTTfixT f%r ffTt ; 

(it) ft-Fhot Jr, 'tFffz Fttit tx fft Ft ir ttttt Ff "tt Jr ft£ fht ft xt q r ff %', trt % w 

FX FftFhF 3T 7IJ7 TFHTTfFT f%T 'STITT, TFTt : — 

‘tFt TFRFZfJprr % FT it TtFlT TXTTT it 3OT TTtFtFtFF-Z FtFtT TNI Fr XT T#f fit, TT TFTT? TX “W 
Jr Fff Tiff FT XT F^T I” FFZ WT Jr Ft^T “JITT TlffT |” 

( G) 'TFT Vii it, TTXTr % TTT TTT-fxTT ff j fqrTfTfiaRT Hi? felT TIT TT TTTT : — 

hhT % tut Jr JrfTH tx FftFh%t tt Jr tFft stitt ttF^, t • — 

'( l) TfTXH TUT TTTfUJ (tTX FT FT Ff TFT HT'fr XTH if fwr TTTT TTf? ; n) ; 

«fk 

(2) ZFTR tTFfr TH Jr TTr T^f | l' ” 

( 7) TFT X Jr, 'tFcPT HTT ^ — 

(i) "T^TTHT tFxxHF” SfFF ^ XTFT Tv "TTHTT TUT Trj TlX tFxTTF)” J?T®T TXHTrFr.T Fx^ Tfl<T ; 

(ii) xft Jr FftFhF^ tth FTx fee* hitt, surFr, : — 

''fr^'TTHtfxF tfh Jr TFuFrarx o . Jr tUtf -rjr tff i” 

(8) TFT X HI Jf HTT ir, "l. 2%” TFT TfT T-irTTOTT F XTFT TX "l. 0%” TF T>X fflWl srFrRTT- 

Ftt (ft* iriTT 1 

(9 ) TFT XIII (f) Jr, 

(i) uftfoJr, "rfFrwFr rmr” w^\ % thttt, "TtxzTrxx tht” ^ OTEXTrUra- Pet: tt-fi ; 

(ii) tFft Jr, "spTsnxr tt” hstJ % qsxrn; "(hth ft hpt xt f"T FftT t? Jr frsr)" fT'tf ?rtx w«r tr: 

rnfrir Pro, t i JJ t ; 

(iii) Trx-Fzrw Jr "#Fft tx" sht! % xftt tx "UPth tx Tlx hFth tx xtuxt FI xrf tftFx t|T ?W' pt«t 
tPtxttFtt Fqnr ^rr^f 1 

(10) TFT XIV Jr, — 

(i) ttFt xtt Jr srFTf'xrf % ttit tx friHfJrPjT srP-rfe-Tr tth^Ftt xr srr^qr, fttt : — 
ffTFirr pT fnxxr 3 . 75 tit tFttFtf 5ft afer 100 Flo %o 

rrftXFX fFXXT 3. 7 5 TFT Trfjrf>x TCX xFr 100 fiTc. Fto ; ” 

(ii) tFut xtt Jr, srirfe 3 Jr, “tiFtFi-tt HixTrfx” uxr % xttt <tx “rffsTr # ttsttF' srFTFTrFrT Fft 

'jTFTT I 

(11) TFT 1 6 Jr, TfFFr HPT Ji, 7R? % qTTTT TFT" TiX FIT TTTT I 

(12) TFT 1 8 %■ THTH; FhhF^FtT TFT TFT : XTrfTT FfTT TFFTT, TTTTc^ : — 

"TFT 18 (F) 

TFT TfrfxFT tJFRT % fJpr FxlTTifT 

TXTR fXFT TTSTT TTsOXT HOT 

- — - \ 

TFT XfrfXTH 'TJtXT TTfTcT fFTT FT FH Fff 2 . 5 STfJpJTT Ji TTTFa'F / ?FH TFTR Ftx XT FTT T IJFT TFP STPff 

Jf TfxHT HTX 0.5 5 TFotT % cFTIX fFTT HT^TT FTH H> TXTT frHT% 

Jr sftFot / sfrfrx 3 . 0 tFott ht tft M t ft ft ^tt, ij£ # 

5F1T, FpiFr, TfrFsTT TIXFTXFtTZ Tk 

Tfer 1 
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1 


2 


3 


4 


# w«jt i 250 hUtr Jr trr Jr ttr nk ^rfe tt % 

TSTTFJTR kfl Trf^n; | TRTT 'tJOIRT 
fm Tiffq fkj ttt tt tr tot t?/t 
W% tPh^ ^wrtt ^ fjErnrr 
TE^TT I 


sr^FT EiT f%HT Hk Oo'l-JH TfTT R RtfR fRlT TF^I I I 


( 13) hr 20 it, kr 2 it, r (t) % rift r, 

fTRfj-rfora R TfTETrtRT # RTTTTft, Rfa 

" (t) fafkfoT R TR RFft HT TPT Hk Tell” I 

(14) fTET 21 it, TTRfT ii : — 

(i) feft^T ?TiT cJTfW EcTvff ^ RT To"l-TrkT’‘ 
It RfR srfrfRTlr Jr, r (iii) *rk ttJT 
Rfar nfaf'erf $r qvqrg;, f^iRTfecr r 

hr: ETlfR Tt 'SfltTify, ■?pq^ ; — 

"ffftfR *?OT tth 

"(iii) (*) VS** 

Tt tmfRT T7% IJR"; 

(ii) RT To "2 Tin % RfR SrftfRTf Jr, 

(t-) fMk m Jr, r (i) Jr, ‘‘TfJrfrT tz%” 

R?T % ETFT R “TRfoFT RT HR TpR 

RrrfR fkx tfJt; 

(«r) rpffa e#t Jr, " 70 ” hh % etr r, “ 50 " 

HR STfRERpR fRRT gnrrir; 

(iii) HW “3 Rp5Rr” Jl RTfJR TfTfRq'f Jr, 

^Efm- re Jr, — 

(r) "HlfalRT HFTTT^-O. 6 6” HR Hk HR 

RE TTkf ; 

(*5f) "HfJriJRR HT4TTET — 1 . 5 ” HRf Hk HR 
% ?«TR R *‘l. 00 «fio <fT° tR” HR HR 
HSR irfttEqifJR fk? TTO ii ; 

(iv) RT To "4.k” Jr RfaH srfafeHT Jr, fefR 
Hk ^rfnr rrm Jr, r ( 1 ) nk RrJr RTfrur HfrfkHi % 
RTT^ W: fTRfJtftfT TR HR: RTTpR k TFFft, H«rfr :-— 

fink *wh 

“(i h) ^ R T^RRi^t 100.0” ; 

HmfaiT rt^t 


(v) rt rrwr “ 5 - ttt” ^ R^frur sjfrfRTi Jr,fscfrtr 
nk rjrftr Tfk Jr, R(ii)Hk ?rir TiTfrar Tfaferff %■ 
RiR R fTPEMkr TMcHTir Tfrrwrfacr Tt TTTTJf T, HR^:- 

TTfir ^rTT ; 

(ii) "?T HTkr %■ 5RER 19 'fto efTo OR,’' 

MIH RET TT TRTT 

( 15) HR 22 Jr,— 

(i) RT(l) iT"^TTT^”R^^EqRR'‘RT 
3RR” HR TfeRffR fkr RTTOJ 

(ii) 4rr 2 ij, TRtify if,™ 

(h) RTT TT HIT TrrJr T^TfJlR afTfRTi F RifftTE 
R 1 % EqR R, fTRfTfHT R TfTWrfR 
'FT HRjfr, H^T : — 

" 1 HTH TtfkrJJ 4 HR — ~~ 1 8 5 rTjff 

RTFtTTrT 17,9 Rff 

kl TFT t — 182 

H'RR 184 ERT 

irfEjlTR 773 RfT?'#T” ; 

(g ) fftJr te nk ret tr^sr Tfrfkqt Jr trPer 

R 3 %■ ?TR R, fkrfJrfTR R TfJrRrTfTT 
# TROT, Ri ; r[ : — 

“ 3 kr: — kkrt trrrt 1 1 so ?fkrrR" ; 

(t) r% tt hr hr TRfTR Rkrffearfr ^ hrPrcT 

R 4 TFT TT Tt TRTt I 

(iii) kr ( 3) ir, "o. 46” HTf %RTRR "o. 20” 
HT srfRTTfTT fer TT^ir I 

( 16) TR 23 Jr, — 

(i) “kr ’ jtFr rt TER t Jr ^rt irt qkTSPF 

fRTT TF^TT — •” 
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% w it, FthFuFit tik qfiRiTfaT foq 

TTTqr, :■ — 

"faftrer tft rtikt ir sktt fer ^ ^ frq 
«fjwtt rrr rut qfrKRrf Rrurq 
?ff% # RTKft if q-Kn^fuM- fftrt RiFffq ; 


(ii) RRUf if — 

( 41 ) ik i if R.KfFRT srf^fKJfi if, KKhr uw if, 
" 3 , 000 ’' RTit % ktpt ir " 5 , 000 " wp afr- 
unfiT fw Kqq, 

(ffr) *k 7 R rkF^ht srfafcuff if, ijrfK rtr if 
" 50 " SRF % PTPT K, " 350 " 5FF affUTTfTT 

r«M{ TTqff ; 

(if) *k 9 srh: 10 if rkF?rt srfafKiff R Ftk- 

FrFtt if frfctrf fff-twFTT tR srrni i 

RCf?T : — 

■\ 

9. T-qi Rtf flFsUT'T RPTR 3TT 9TFRTKJ* 100 

if oK rttr Rtf =rr 

RUff T^RtST? EfRT 250 

10. 3RT3T Rtf WK RTR tRtW SUN 7 5o" 

(t) 0 1 f lj ft tl TM Id fifKRTfqcr 4TK: KnfqcT 

feu 'ifiq’Tf, RRtT : — 

fFru sTifiwH* k srfft’r RRRt Rtf 
R^fatR if TffWTT icq if %TT KTcTT t 
eft RKK £lU ETTNKf if ftfR RTTTdt if 
w fen -jimi 1 

fqvstarqr : — RT TU TPTKt # TWT if Fuf if 3ft 
fafvra 'fffKTTt TT aRRf STJ^TcT t%TT 
KTTtf, 

UT 5f 'TfTKFff K Fr«U Rt ?R UK % RRfT ^ ^ 
SKTT fw RT RWT 1 1% W IKK STTTT iftfRU Tt RTTT 
ijRfaT RT™ft % KrfKT fTR if TR qffKR? % fqn fRFfTT 
^Tfff if if Vfpff ^if rRff RUTT if EfftKK (ft Rt RR R^TTR % 
ETTUR T r fjW% RTRR RR TffKTTt f^TpsTef ft>q Rft, 

fKiufr mq r 

[Ro 2l/3l/71-?K l] 
Rfo Rfo tTRo ^R, RiRff rFrT I 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATION 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 24 th April 1972 

S.O. 1429, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sections 31 and 32 of the Indian Post Office Act, 1898 
(6 of 1898) , the Central Government hereby makes 


the following rules further to amend the Indian Post 
Office Rules, 1933, namely: — - 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Indian Post 
Office (Ninth Amendment), Rules, 1972, 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2, In rule 72 of the Indian Post Office Rules, 1933, 
in Sub-Rule (1), for the second proviso, the follow- 
ing proviso shall be substituted, namely: — - 

“Provided further that articles containing Gov- 
ernment currency notes or bank notes or 
gold coin or bullion or gold ornaments or 
articles of gold or any combination of these 
shall be insured for the actual value of the 
contents.” 

[No. 12-3/71-CL] 

B. SRINIVASAN, 
Sahayak Mahanideshak (M). 

RTR RRTW 

(^tt-tr Rfi ) 

fff fevRf, 2 4 «ft<T 1972 

ORo Rfo 142 3- — RRTfR FITTER RferfRRR, 1898 
( 1898 TR 6) Tit RUT 31 Rtf 32 5TRT SKT RfacRff 
K SKIT TUT gTi T7RPT RKHT RlTcffT 3TTKT fTTR, 

1 933 if NTT RTURT TUT % Fuq fTKFRFRT F iTR 

TTRff t RTfaf : — 

1. (l) if FTTT RRTfT YITUR (T'Tr RRfRT) 
FttR 19 72 TTg RrT'ff I 

(2) if RfKTf TfSTTq £f TTTrFRT gf^ Tff TUftR 

% TTTT g PT I 

2. RRTfT TrpeR; FTTR, 1933 % fffTff 72 % ^T- 
FTTR ( l) iffTTfT qTTTf % ?TTT TT FtkFtFtTT T^fT 

tF tpttFtt Ftitt tFt, ittit; : — 

“TRT frr t TfTT FTTif RUKU RTI Ttl R'TTT 

TR TTf RTT U Fr# R«fTT TFRTT WIT 
R'tT T RRjR-q- 1TTTT TlT K T-T^ TTTT 
UfTr Tflf ?KT gf Tf T RTtTTT % TTUlfiptf 

RK % TTm; TfTT qff Tr^ft " i 

[ffo 12 - 3 / 71 -Rf-l] 

Tfo NrF-r4TRR. 
RiffTfr RgrFKRR (qRv) 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 

New Delhi, the 14 th March 1972 

S.O. 1430. — Whereas by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Chemicals (Department of Petroleum S,(9. NT). 1589 
dated 31st March, 1971 under sub-section (1) of Sec- 
tion 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of lay- 
ing pipelines; 
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And whereas, the Competent Authority, has under 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Government; 

And further whereas, the Central Government- has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the Section 8 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby declares that the right 

Schedule 

For Laying Pipeline from Road 

State : Gujarat Disr : Kaira 


of user in the said lands specified in the schedule ap- 
pended to his notification is hereby acquired for lay- 
ing the pipelines; 

And, further, in exercise of the power cdhferred 
by sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Govern- 
ment directs that the right of user in the said lands 
shall instead of vesting in the Central Government 
vest on this dute of the publication of this declaration 
in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all 
encumbrances. 


BDW-BDl to G.G.S.L 

Taluka : Matar 


Village 


Survey No. 


Hectare Are P. Are 


o 2 75 

O II 00 

o 6 15 

o 2 oo 

[No. U(4)/71-Lab.&Legis.] 

qjifwm sfW 44144 44J44 

(4£lf444 ftr'TUT) 

Ri fccoft, 14 4T>f, 1972 

WloWfo 1430. — 44:4?tf7444, qr^rtTT^T (^f4^444t'T % 4^4), 4f4f444, 1962 ( 1962 to 

so ) TfV truer 3 Tl vwttt ( i ) % triur nrur ttatt % q^tfwnT srTO ttiwt 44144 (<TTOf44tr fTOim ) TO 
spio 41° 4° 1589 41^4 31—3—1971 STH %r$ff4 4XTOT % 44 WfEPJWfl ft 4474 ^'(1 fafafe Tfwff $ 

47414 % TftPFPC TO '7744 41741 TO fTOT^T ^ 44144 % fTOf TO'44 TOUt TO 4441 4144 TltTd 44 f441 *TT I 

TOlT 47: TtSUT TOW ft % TO 4faf444 TO TTTT 6 TV 474K1 ( 1 ) % Wild TOT 44 7 fl ° I 

tffT *mt, 47: %TOt4 4TTOT % 444 fuftf 47 fTTTT TUT 4 <TW 74 TOtPJ44T % 4474 TO7g4l if fTfd'PVT Ejfwft 
if 444t4 44 4F4TO7 trf%4 TOUf 44 f4F4744 fTOlT ^ I 

44, 47: TO TOTOTOm TO4T7T 6 44 474TTT ( l) jrTT 444 TlfTO 44 4414 TOCcT |4 TO274 4TTOT tT4^3T7T TOfTOl 
TOUfl £ f4W4 trftrgW % TOT if fafafosj T4TT 4f44l 4 444TO rpT 5114444 4174 4174 fTOsTO % 44444 % flTO 

4445141 TOTOt f44TT | I 

TOt, 414 44 NTH TO T44P7 ( 4 ) 57 TT 444 TlfTOTO 44 44>T 4 TO |if %TO4 44TOT fTOm fift $ f4 444 TOTOff if 
44414 44 tFsTTOT 4TO14 47447 if fqfiUT fftt % 4414 44 %C\T 41^44^4 41414 4, 44l 4441 4 444 44 4, 74 4>74T 

% 44444 4ft 44 41TlT TO f4f|4 fft41 I 


4f4T TO° 4fo 45v4o-4fo ffo 4^0 4 TO° TO ° H[4o 41^° 4*4 4174 4T74 faTJTO ^ 1%^ 


<1 wf : 44T14 

S3 

f44T ; TOl 


4T444 ; 4T4TT 

4T4 

4444 4471 

%*ZT 

ito TTRo f° 

efro rro 4 tt° £ 0 

444114 

. 753/1 

0 

2 

75 


754 

0 

11 

00 


* 756 

0 

6 

15 


746 

0 

2 

' 00 


NAWAGAM j 753/1 
754 
756 
746 


[4° 1 1 ( 4)/7l-vT4T 4TO %f44] 
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S.O. 1431 , — Whereas by a notification of the Gov- 
eminent *1 India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Chemicals (Department of Petroleum) S O. No, 1683 
dated 31»t March, 1971 under sub-section (1) of Sec- 
tion 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), tha 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the lands specified in the sche- 
dule appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipelines; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority, has under 
sub-section (li) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Government; 


And further, whereas, the Central Government has, 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire 


Laying Pipeline from 

State : Gujarat 


the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of tire power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that 
the right of user In the said lands specified in tha 
schedule appended to this notification is hereby ac- 
quired for laying the pipelines; 

And, further, in exercise of the power confer- 
red by sub-section (4) of that section, tho Central 
Government directs that the right of user "in the said 
lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Govern- 
ment vest on this date of tho publication of this dec- 
laration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from all encumbrances. 

Schedule 

D.S. BEF to G.G.S. Line 
Dist : Kaira Taluka : Matar 


Village Survey No. Hectare Are P, Arc 


NAWAGAM 468 o 7 75 

469/2 o 3 75 

470/2 o 1 10 


[No. 11(4)/ 71-Lab. &Legis.] 
I. M. SAHAI, Dy, Secy. 

Rl° RTo 1431 .-— -RR: tf^tfelRR, RIFT UTFT (TjfR % RRRtR % RftTRTT RT RRR) R ftlfeRR , 1962 ( 1962 RT 

50) urn 3 rrrtct ( 1) % Rtffe rtcr tor % efft trtrr rrtrr faRTR) Rf Rfy^RHT 

RTo RfoJfo 1683 RTTfa 31 - 3-71 3 TTT ktffa K'lTO % RR RfiUJRUT & RTOR R^uft R fafelV'’. HffRRt % RRRTR 
% RfaRFR Rt RDfR RTfRf Rt. fapjUt % RRtRR % fafe RfRR RFt RT RRRT RT5TR RtfeR RT fen RT I 

Rk RR: RTOT RTfRRRt ^ TOfR RftrfRRR ’fit RUT 6 «ft RRHTTT ( 1 ) % Rtffe RTRK Rt fkk f ft | • 

Rk RTR, RR: %fetR 4 K+IT % RRR fpft^ RT feRTT TORT % RTOTR; W RftUJRRT it RTOR R^ft if fefdfen Sjfipff 

if rrrTr rt RfRRn: r 1 %r Rkr rt ferfromr f%Rr £ i 

RR, RR: TOfR RfefRRR tiff EtTR 6 ^ RRHTTT ( 1 ) gTTT RRR UlfeR RT RRtR RRt ^ kfk RTRTT rHrr 

RTtff | fa ft Rfy^RHi ir rrto Rtjgjft $ fafafen: rrr if Fuffe rt rBirk rtft rtft fezn% suikur % fair 

ffR^STU RfRR faRT RTRT ^ I 

Rk, RPt RR RTTT Rt RRRTTT ( 4 ) gTTT RRR wfauff RT SpftR Rfa krftR RTRTT fekl ifat f fR RRR TjfRRt if 
RRRtR RT RftTRR kftR RTRTT if fa%R % RRTR ifa Rk RTflfRR RR RTRtR if, RRt RRRt it tJRR RR if, W RTRHT 
% RRTTOT Rtf ^R RTTfa Rf fa%T ^UTT I 

RRRRt 

tTRo ifto ^0 PR) o k 'jfY 0 tjff o rr*i o RT51R (fR RTRR RT^R fetsi’t % fer^ - 
TITO 1 iJRRTR ferRT : RPJRT : RTR 1 R 

RUT RRTOR RRRT k S7 / T !° f ° Rfo RRo 


RRPTTR 

468 

0 

7 

75 


469/2 

0 

3 

75 


470/2 

0 

1 

10 


[Ro 1 1 ( 4) / 7 1— ^RT Cnry ItfelR] 
FR RtfR R^TR, RR Rfk? I 



2236 


Part H— 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 17, 1972/JYAISTHA 27, 1894 


New Delhi, the 22nd March 1972 

S.O. 1432 . — In exercise of the powers conferred under 
Section 8 of the Oilfields (Regulation & Development) 
Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby directs that 
subject to its control, the powers exercisable by a State 
Government under the Petroleum and Natural Gas 
Rules, 1959 (as amended from time to time), framed 
under the said Act, shall also be exercisable, in any 
Union Territory of Delhi, the Andamans and Nicobar 
Islands, The Lacadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands, 
Dkdra & Nagar Havcli, Goa, Daman & Diu, Pondichery, 
Chandigarh, Mizoram and Arunachal Pradesh by the 
Administrator of the respective Union Territory. 

LNo. 13(4)/70-Lab.&Legis.] 
Ef fcwff, 22 RE#, 1972 

ETo RTo 1432 . — SEE (kfEERE RET 
$PPRl) RfarffiEE, 1958 % EIW 8 % STREET ERE 
wfaRk et <kk eut m EEftE exer fkR 

5 fE RR% fEREE % EHk, REETE EfafETE % 
REFfR TfER ^-j’rf'TT'T "E ETfkE ER fEERTRET, 19 59 
(TrTPTT RET RREf ET EktEE fTTHT RET «TT)^ RETER 
q/E ERE RUFTR 5TU STEkE EfEREf, feeft, STREET E.E 
fEEtETC IVT E*JT, RET^E, fEpEETE EE EfEEfrfE. TTE7; 
RET RETT ETRT, EREfSE, Erf-fRfl (Rfik? fERTTE 

*ik r wN et srkr % re$ re ere re % ertee snrr 
skk k Rrkk 1 


[RO 1 3 ( 4) / 7 O-^TE o CT'E cTpRE o J 


New Delhi, the 24th March 1972 

S.O. 1433. — Where by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Che- 
micals (Department of Petroleum) S.O. No. 3522 dated 
30th August, 1971 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1902), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right 
of User in the lands specified in the schedule append- 
ed to that notification for the purpose of laying pipe- 
lines; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority, has under 
sub-section (1) of section 0 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Government; 

And, further, whereas, the Central Government has, 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of 
user in the said lands specified in the schedule appen- 
ded to this notification is hereby acquired for laying 
the pipelines; 

And further, in exercise of the power conferred lay 
sub-section ( 4 ) of that section, the Central Govern- 
ment directs that the right of user in the said lands 
shall Instead of vesting in the Central Government 
vast on this date of the publication of this declaration 
in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from 
all encumbrances. 


Schedule 

PIPELINE FROM D. S. K-151 To G.G.S.V. 

State : Gujarat Dist : Mehsana 

Tal : Kalol 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hectare 

Are 

P.Area 

ISAND 

■ 583/1 

• • 

0 

OO 

96 


582 . 


0 

7 

25 


581/5 


0 

3 

17 


581/4 


0 

1 

ii 


581/3 


0 

3 

79 


581/9 


0 

2 

32 


581/2 


0 

2 

68 


635/6 


0 

6 

47 


640 . 


0 

9 

03 


629/2 


0 

I 

83 


638 . 


0 

9 

15 


68 . 


0 

9 

90 


669 • 


0 

8 

91 


671 - 


0 

6 

34 


676 . 

* 

0 

14 

88 


[No. 11 (4) /71-Lab. &Legls.] 


fesft, 24 RTR, 1972 

ET°RTo 1433. — EE: ^fREE, RISE ERE (Efa 
~TR % EftJETT EE R^E ) rMrEE, 1962 ( 1962 ET 
5 0) k EKT 3 k RTORT ( 1 ) % REfk ERE ETER % 

3 >fRER Rk TRTEE RE TEE (^RFeRE fEElE ) k Rftl- 
^RRI ETo RTo Ro 3522 RlkaT 30-8-71 3 TCI %Efk 
ETER E EE Rf tPJRRT % R RJR RETjk E fEfdtVd' R fERl 
% REE IE % EfUETT Eft EIRE RTRRT El fEPEE % EERTE 
% kur RfEE ERt Er RERT RTWTE RtfER ET fEET El I 

Rk ER: ERE ETfRERt % EER RftlfREE k ERT 6 
[jfiY EWE ( 1 ) % RRk REEK Et kflE £ £T | I 

Ek RTE, ER: klk ETER % EER fETTE ET fEER 
ET?T % E ETR W Rfa^EET R TREE RiJEEt £r kfEfkE 
RfEEt if EEE~k ET RftTER RpRR ERt ET pEpEEEE fEET 

RE, RR: EER RftjfRER Et ETTT 6 Rk EEETTT ( 1 ) 
6.RT ERR RfER ET EE>I EET gd RRipR P[R^3.RT 

kfEEETRVf fE^RRrRfRRT^RRtRRRgkTJr fRfRfkj 
RET TjfREf R REEtE ET RfRER ETUT RUTR fsTTUR % 
REtRR % fRh TTR^STR Rf%R fERT RTRT ^ I 

Rk, RFt RR RRT k RWTCT ( 4) STTT ERR RfERET 
ET EEtR Ek gq RTE1T kkr ^ fE RRR 

5r REEtR ET RfHETT %Rfk ETETT % fR%T Rk % EETE 
kl Rk ET^k ^R RTRk k, RRV RREf % RER Er 
qR ETERI % EETRR Et 2R Rlfk ET fR%T RtET I 
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s'! o fTRo %— 1 5 1 -jfY o o TTR o sfl hi^T H IYR 

fetrFf % f%TQ, 


TEST : !JTOT fRRT : R^RTRT RT^TT : RHtR 


RiR 

RRfflR RRT 

&RRT O 

RTTf 

RTT f 

TRR 

583 / 1 

0 

00 

96 


582 

0 

7 

25 


581/5 

0 

3 

17 


58 l/4 

0 

2 

81 


5 8 l/ 3 

0 

3 

79 


581/9 

0 

2 

32 


581/2 

0 

2 

68 


635/6 

0 

6 

47 


640 

0 

9 

03 


639/2 

0 

1 

83 


638 

0 

9 

15 


668 

0 

9 

90 


669 

0 

8 

91 


671 

0 

6 

' 34 


676 

0 

14 

88 


[Ro ll(4 

)/71-%RT 

Rtrsr 

RfRRo] 


S.O. 1434. — Whereas by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Che- 
micals (Department of Petroleum) S.O. No, 3523 dated 
30th August, 1971 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right 
of User in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority, has under 
Gub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Government; 

And, further, whereas, the Central Government has, 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of 
user in the said lands specified in the schedule append- 
ed to this notification is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipelines ; 

And, further, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section ( 4 ) of that section, the Central Govern- 
ment directs that the right of user in the said lands 
shall instead of resting in the Central Government vest 
on this date of the publication of this declaration in 
the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all en- 
cumbrances. 


Schedule 

PIPELINE FROM WELL No. 154 TO G.G.S. V 
Slate : Gujarat Diat : Meha&na Till : Kalol 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hectare 

Are P.Are. 

OLA 

• 363/1 

0 

3 

70 


37« - 

0 

13 

85 


376 . 

0 

5 

43 


377/Pniki . 

. 0 

13 

88 

1SAND 

, 660 - 

0 

23 

18 


661/1 

0 

0 

50 


661/2 

0 

6 

22 


661/3 

0 

I 

46 


661/4 

0 

13 

18 


662 . 

0 

9 

68 


663/Paiki . 

. 0 

I 

32 


663/1 

0 

10 

03 


674/1 - • 

. 0 

7 

32 


673 ■ 

. 0 

3 

54 


672 . 

0 

5 

35 


676 . 

. 0 

K 

71 


6S1 . 

0 

2 

32 


682 . 

. 0 

5 

OO 


[No. U(4)/71-Lab.&Legis.] 


*PT 0 RT° 143 4 .— —RR-* q^fRRR, RUR RT^R 
% rrrUt ^ srfafdT st^r) wfafarr, 1962 
( 1962 !f)T 5 0) RTTT 3 RWTT ( l) % STtflR 
RTTR RRRT % RftfURR sflT TRTRR Rtf NR TT RftJfRRT 
Uo ?ITo (fo 3 523 drtter 30-8-71 5TTT Wk 
^ RR R RiRR R RfRRT %■ 

RRRTR % RftpfRT TT RT^R Rfeff RT> fejTR % RRTRR % 
fRR RfRR TrTR RR RRRT R7RR RlfRR RR feu RT I 

RtT RR: RWR RTfRRT^r R RRR RftlfRRR RTTT 6 

^ RRRTTT ( 1 ) % RtftR RRRT Tt fefli t $ I 

RtT HiR, RR: T'RTR RRRT R RRR RT fRRTT 

RNk % MMdlq^ f<R TrfRf(tfVii % RRR 
NfRRf R RRTtR TT RfRRRT RfRR RfeT RR fdfR7RT fw 

t I 

RR, RR: RRR RftlferR Rit RRT 6 Rft RROTU ( l) 
5TTT RRR UtRR RR RR>T RRt gR %feR RRRT RR^grTT 
RtfRR TTRt | f% TR RfRRRRT R RRR Rtjgfe R fafRfeR 
RRR RfRRf $ RRRtR RR RfHRRT RT^R UTRR front % 
RRTRR %■ fifR RR^RTTT RfRR fen RTRT I 

Wk, RUt RR SIR # RRHTTT ( 4) gTTT RTH wferPRt 
RR RRtR Rfet gtr %feR RRRT fdfer *kft | fe RRRRjrfeTf 
if RRRtR rr RftTRRT feiftR RRRT if fe%R % RRTR 
RR RtT RTffdT *Nt RTRTR R, R'ht TORI R RRR RR R, 
^R RtW % RJfRRR ^ ?R RPrfe ^ fefer ^tfiT I 
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— — Sk- 




JET TfSEf 154 % 5 EE ERE ERE 

IVrSl^ % pT^ 

TT*E : EETTE fBBT : EfETET ETETT : ^TEtH 


EtE 

E^CTE EWT 


E WR f tffo IT 

ER i 

EtET 

363/1 

0 

3 

70 


378 

0 

13 

85 


376 

0 

5 

43 


3 797/Wr 

0 

13 

88 

^EET 

660 

0 

23 

18 


66l/l 

0 

0 

50 


66l/2 

0 

6 

22 


66l/3 

0 

1 

46 


661/4 

0 

13 

18 


662 

0 

9 

68 


663 /kft 

0 

1 

32 


663 / 1 

0 

10 

03 


674 / 1 

0 

7 

32 


673 

0 

3 

54 


672 

0 

5 

35 


676 

0 

8 

71 


681 

0 

2 

32 


682 

0 

5 

00 


[E<> 1 1 ( 4) /7 1- 


WR ; 

^TrEEc] 


S.O. 1435. — Whereas by a notiflcaton of the Gove- 
rnment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Chemicals (Department of Petroleum) S.O. No. 3524 
dated 30th August, 1971 imder sub-section (1) of sec- 
tion 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority, has under 
sub-section (1) of section 0 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Government; 

And, further, whereas, the Central Government has, 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the right of 
user in the said lands specified in the schedule appen- 
ded to this notification is hereby acquired for laying 
the pipelines. 

And further inexercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Govern- 
ment directs that the right of user in the said lands 
shall instead of vesting in the Central Government 
vest on this date of the publication of this declaration 
in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free Horn all 
.encumbrances. 


Schedule 

PIPELINE FROM WELL No. 142 TO G.G.D. VII 

State: Gujarat Diet : Gandhinagar 

Tal : Gandhinagar 

Village. 

Survey No- 


Hectare Are. P. Arc . 

TITODA . 

869/1 


0 

4 

71 


V. P. Cart truck . 


0 

0 

31 


874/1 &2 . 


0 

6 

66 


875 ■ 


0 

4 

33 


88s ■ 


0 

4 

20 


884 . 


0 

6 

35 


883 . 


0 

7 

46 


898 & 899 . 


0 

IS 

II 


919/2 


0 

5 

00 


919/1&920 


0 

5 

61 


938 . 


0 

10 

98 


939 • 


0 

0 

5° 


940/2 


0 

9 

§3 


941 • 


0 

10 

49 


V. P. Cart track . 


0 

0 

37 


958 • 


0 

2 

14 


957 • 


0 

19 

76 


960 . 


0 

X 

OO 

UVARSAD 

1211 . 


0 

2 

93 


1212. 


0 

3 

42 


1210. 


0 

17 

94 


1198. 


0 

28 

55 


1209- 

■ 

0 

I 

71 


V. P. Cart track. 


0 

0 

JO 


IT99. 


0 

0 

50 


1208. 


0 

17 

45 


1200- 


0 

19 

51 


1204. 


0 

0 

50 


1205. 


0 

5 

98 


V. P. Cart track . 


0 

0 

56 


1180/Paiki 


0 

26 

35 


1181/T/Paiki 


0 

12 

63 


1183/1/Paiki . 


0 

14 

51 


V.P. Cart track . 


0 

0 

50 


1147/1 


0 

9 

15 


1149/x/Paikx 


0 

26 

26 


V. P. Cart track . 


0 

0 

*0 


noQ/Puiki 


0 

5 

61 


noS. 


0 

4 

76 


1107. 


0 

10 

68 


[No. U(4)/71-Lab.&Legis.] 
B, R. PRABHAKAR, Under secy. 

EE° ET° 1435. — EE: EfrfHEE, ERE ERE (tjftT % 
BEE>T % NrEpfilT JET TUffi) EfEfEEE, 1962 ( 1 962 VT 
50) SETT 3 4^ BE8TPT ( l) % ERIE ERE TR frR $ 
EytfHEB *fl X Tflldd EETHE ('tjtfHEE fEETE) Wfa- 
’JEET Wo tfio ?fo 3524 fll 0<S( 3 0—8—71 3RT $>>sOq 
BWt % BE EftPJWET ^ BERT EB^ft if SjfRtft 

% BBEPT % NfETR Tt ERE BRET 'fit % EeTrB 

%■ foRT eFbcI TT$T ET WTBT ERIE BtfBB WX fon BT \ 

ER Ed: RSTE ElfiRTfr % BEE EfwfBEE ¥t ERT « 
BERK! ( 1 ) % mftE ECfiR El ftfik ^ | 
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HUT, ITT: TUTOR, if fttfff TO faTR 

TUt % to tot; tut ?rfijg;TTr T ftoto tojtjrI if ftrftrfros 
Ufaff Jr curin' to wEttor totot toT to fafrounT frorr 
t i 

wt, wt: toto 'tTfafrour nft tort & ^ tottort ( 1) 

ITU SRPtT ttfftcf TO TOfft TOUt fir TOR ^T^RT 

, *rVPTcr 4> , wfl ^ ft) ^i T ttrito Trjr^t Jr ftrftfroR 

tort vrftprf Jr wk to srftmr to?'? ut?r ftuft % 

SRTftPT % Pd ‘.{ PTO3TOT SrftfT fTOTT TOTT % I 

*tYr 111 it TOT y Kl Tff dHtt Ki ( 4 ) 3 1 IT U 4 t 1 SlfTOTTf 

to sufftr TORt fir %^ftr tutor ftftu ^ft | ftr tort njftwf 
Jr RWPT TO StfsTTOR TOTOR TUTOR Jf fvftj fft % TTOT 
Tu «ffR TOfftrTO far HFTft if, TUlV ^TOlff Tf TORT FT if, 
^TT faw % STTOTOT lift ^FT tTTRftr ipt ftrf^T fTOTT I 

gTO TOT 1 42 Jr 'jfto ^fto tT^fo 7 cR H i SH el I tid 

ftrarof % ftrc[ 

rtto : tjTOTRr from : faffTrou tfjto : RtiftTOTR 


TftT 

TTTOUT TTTOT 

|tor 

trmr^ tffo 
TTU° 

1TO 

fo 

r» \ 

tddT^T 

869/l 

0 

4 

71 


tffotffo TOf^Ti 

0 

0 

31 


874/1 M 2 

0 

6 

66 


875 

0 

4 

33 


885 

0 

4 

20 


884 

0 

6 

35 


883 

0 

7 

46 


898 T 899 

0 

1 8 

11 


919/2 

0 

5 

00 


919/1 R 920 

0 

5 

61 


938 

0 

10 

98 


939 

0 

0 

50 




^39 

TON TTTOT fTOR it *nR f cffo /To 

<ttr° f° 


940/2 

0 

9 

83 

941 

0 

10 

49 

Tfotffo TO^f^i 

0 

0 

37 

958 

0 

2 

14 

957 

0 

19 

76 

960 

0 

1 

00 

1211 

0 

2 

93 

1212 

0 

3 

42 

1210 

0 

17 

94 

1198 

0 

28 

55 

1209 

0 

1 

71 

faofao TO^ft) 

0 

0 

50 

1199 

0 

0 

50 

1208 

0 

17 

45 

1200 

0 

19 

51 

1204 

0 

0 

50 

1205 

0 

5 

98 

faofao to££+ 

0 

0 

56 

1180/tPFt 

0 

26 

35 

1181/W 

11 8 3^ 

0 

12 

63 

0 

14 

51 

faofao TOi^ip 

0 

0 

50 

1147 / 1 

0 

9 

15 

1149/ 1/Wt 

0 

26 

26 

Effo>ffo 

0 

0 

50 

1 1 0 9 /^ 

0 

5 

61 

1108 

0 

4 

76 

1107 

0 

10 

68 


[tt° 1 1 ( 4) / 7 i~Jrr° irs ifrftrcro] 

fao Too TOTITOR, 5TRR cfTOT l 


New Delhi , the 10th April, 1972 


S. O. 1436 — Whereas by the notification of Government of India a s shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued under 
sub-section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines fAcquisition ol right of user in land) Act, 1962 ■ the R ght ol U sc r has been 
acquired in the lands specified in the schedule appended thereto tor the transport of 1 etroleum f om d 1 s c No. 101 to G.G.S.V, 

in Kalol oil field in Gujarat State. 


And Whereas tho Oil & Natural Gas Commission has terminated the operations referred to in clause (i) *f the section (ij of 
aection 7 of the said Act, on 22-12-1970. 

Now Therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipeline s (Acquisition ofRtghtof us^r in land) Rules, 1963 the Comp^n Q 
A lthoritv hereby notifies the s a id date as the d Re of termination of opcrition referred to abov e . 
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Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Dat e of publi- Dat e of termi- 

cation in the nation of 
Govt, of India operation 
Gazette 


PETROLEUM & CHEMICALS. . . CHIIATRAL 3773 16-10-1971 22-12-1970 


Rffewft, 10 Slt'T 1972 


[No. Prodn/DDN/6i(t)/7i] 


tpTo 5 R 0 143 0 — TO : TOTTO % fRfRfTOT EtVt M •i'l Pi q H TT^TviTT 7 ! ( vrfrf Jf dMTOr % STfUTOTl TO ) 

W%f4 TO, 1962 7% am 6 7% TWRI ( 1 ) % irtftT RTOfTO TO TO+K 7% srffpjTOT 37*1 TRR % TOtlT CTeT it STOR 

FTO WIT 101% TffoTfto TOo-V cPF ^'ffiTTO % 7 P<.R?R % f%7 TO RTOT *^41 R SjfRRT % RTTOT TO wfifTOT 

STf%rT SR f%RT | I 

sftT tRT : TO M T $ff r T TO STIRtR % 2-12-70 7% TOR RfsrfRTO % RHT 7 7% HITT ( l) % ETC (i) R fR(%*R 
Rf%RT 7% TfaftET TO fTOT | I 

m, to ■■ ' typTTO qroroiTO (*jfR % tor>t % 77 to^r) froRTrot 1963% faro 4 % wfta r<to nrfan'O' 

RTO cfltto 7%, TOT f%froer a (tot % RifRRTR % TO % U,dd4KI 5lfR]fTO TORT | I 

want 

>3 


3RRR TTO 1 0 1 % Sift tTR- V IFF m^TOIVl 7% Rfw TO T^RRIR : — 


RRTRR TO TOT 

■*iiq 

R&TR TORT 

RTCR % TOWT % R7RHR RfTTO % R^RTTIR 7% 




7% RT%T 

RKfa 

wfc TRTTO 

EFT' TR 

3773 

16-10-71 

22-12-70 


[TORT 5ftn4<!M 3%o 17R 0 / 61 ( i ) / 7 l] 


S.O. 1437 'Whereas by the notification of Government of India a s shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 

under sub-section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines fAcquisition of right of user in land) Act, 1962 the Right of User ha 8 been 
acquired in the lands specified in the schedule appended thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill site Kadi-11 to Kudi-q in Kalol 
0 il field in Gujarat State. 

And Whereas the Oil & Natural Gis Commission has terminated the operations referred to in clause (i) of the section (1) of 
section 7 of the said act on 8-11-1971- 

Now Therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroloum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of userinland) Rules, 1963 the Compe'ent 
Authority hereby notifies the said date as the date of termination of operation referred to above. 


Schedule 

TERMINATION OF OPERATION OF PIPELINE FROM D.S. KADl-11 to KADI -4 


Name of the Ministry 


Village 

S.O. No. 

Date of publi- 
cation in thc 
Govt, of India 
Gazette 

Date of t.-.r.r, 
nat : on 0 
operation 

PETROLEUM & CHEMICALS 


KADI 

• 3776 

1610-1971 

8-11-19 17 


[No. Prodn/DDN/6i(r)/ 7 i] 
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srTo 4T° 143 7 — W : tcim fqldldri 4 k H 1 i'i t-1 I VI (^jf*T 444ft ^ ftSRTkt 44 444 ) 

wftrfftui, 1 962 ft ETPT 6 ft 7WPI ( l) 47 Htfft WrflR 4F4 4^444 ft am 447R TR4 % wfft £4 4 

PUT 44 ft- 1 I 4 44 ft- 4 447 q^tfwi % qfRlR % fair 44 44R 447jft % faftftR vjfiftl % 444ft 44 WfWT 4ftf4 
4Rfw| I 

ftr 44: 44 4k M I Td 4, % Slftft 4 8-11-1971 ft 4W 4ffff444 ft STTC1 7 ft E71TI (l) % 74*4 (i) Jf faftrj 
Tlfftu ft IRUrfftf 4R f447 £ I 

44, m : 4ftfft74 H 15 WISH (Tjfa % 44414 % TlfftlTkf 44 srftl) fH44Mft 1 963 % fWT 4 % 4tfft 4ST4 Mlfy+jft 
444 iTlftm ft, 47TT ftfftd Tlft-TI 47 ftrWR % RT 4 44447T1 Tlfftjfftf 47RT | I 

44441 

5444 PT4 4Tfft-l I 4 4441-4 44 TUWr-R 477 4fw 44 9444R 

4tfUR 44 4T4 4T4 443T4 4 o '4R4 % 7T4W % 44444 nTw % 4*f44R ft 

44 414)14 nk!^ 


I ^tf 444 ilk TflTFR 


47 lft 


37 7 6 


1 6-10-1971 


8-1 1-1971 


[4541 ftT45R/ftoftolUT<>/6l(i)/7l] 

S.O. 1438 — WijSrja.! ny 'lie *n>!ific”ji>n itf Gov mi.-.,’!’.' nl I.Vv nm&i.v n in lie ;,dcc u'r n/njiYi! hen >0 Mid issue 
t.ind;t , )i! > -i-c ion 1 i 1 of seed- m 6 of : b; I'c' onlciim Pii\Ii>vk ,'-.''.7 usi'icin ol i>;:1il 01 nsd' ii 1 1. tul) Ac T , ie |* 4 flic Ripht of Use*' ha s been 
•icsj’iircil % iho Imds srvcilW '« the scJvtlulr uy>> i tie.id HR r t \» , 01 the ira, m . /t 1,1 I-C'o'U'm 14< n- c’rilltiA NKJ lo KADI-I in 
MehsairliJ Oil fi.-Jd m Guiarar State, 

A- ul ■ 6 • Oil & Ni‘iir il 0-imTTiis:s,ii.‘n , iar4ej , i7iify3t(.';3 114' opcnilionsrercrtco li...|n Clause fi) ol the Section fi) of 

, col ion 7 ol tbc said act on 3 t - 5 - 070 . 

No-.\ Tii':n.’fovc imdi.-i' KjIc 4 o,' ■ h • t’,-"- ue'v.i i’,,\ 1 i ,i ,;s - A-\; .u-dtion V Ki .■! t nj'n-.c 1 in land) Rules, 1067 the Competent 
Authority' lie A by noWle:, f,, e said d JV tbc darr of tennin idon ol tipj alii in l'eh r’ccl f o abo’ c. 


SOIIitllULK 

ruRMI NATION Ol' tv.-tvtu AON OF PldHl INIs FROM D.S, 1 MKJ TO K«DI 


Name of Ministry 

Villa sc 

S.O. No. 

Date of publi- 
cation in the 
Govt. of India 
Gazettes 

Dar e of termi- 
nation of 
operation 

1’liTRULliUM & CHEMICALS ■ 

CHALA8AN 

3 Ul> 

25-0-1971 

31-5-1970 


[No. Prodn /DDN/fiifil/ya.] 

47To 5TT o 1 4 3 8 — 44 : 4?U4 4^447 4 fofdfe: 44Tf PT4 TT^RT^T ( ^f4 4 4441-11 % Triwrff 44 444) 

srfkfwr, 1962 #inXT 6 ^ 4 Wnr (l) % 5rt7)4 444f44 714 4T44T 5Tfij^44T STU 7pnj4 TR4 % 4^TT4T 44 WW 4 
54EJ4 T44 tt 4 % ^ 4 44#M 447 4^444 % 4fR34 4 furr ^ 444 41^4) 4 frpTf^d 4[f447 % 44414 44 4f444T irf^RT 
47 T f 44 T % I 

4t4 44 : 44 4K 41f7f447 44 4T4t4 4 3 1-5-1 970 4?T 444 4f#T44 # 4T4T 7 4^4741 ( l) % *44 (j) 4 PdfeR 
TffW 44 444f44 474 fefT | I 

44, 44 : 4T444TT4 % 44444 % ^fiUPTTlr 44 444) f4444T4#, 1963%f444 4%4tft4 7ra4Srira44f)- 

444 dlTlN 47t, 47K fjfeR 4fT4T % 444414 % 44 4 4444R,' 4ftrgf44 4441 1 I 

4447 ft 

'a in. 

3444 PUT TT4o %o #o Jt 44 ft- 1 447 4IUUTTS4 ft 4fw 44 444414 

44T44 44 474 4W 4^dUl 4547 4T44 % TRW % 34444 4fw % 4444R ft 

ft 4 Tfta 4 lft^ 


^rfftT4 ftT T4744 4T4I44 3526 25-9-71 31-5-70 


[4541 ftSWT/fto ft« trq-o/61 ( 1 ) /72] 
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~ — _ . — — , • _ /TS-r 

S.O. 1439. — Whereas by the notification of Government of India a s shown in the Schedule appended hereto and issued under 
sub-section fib of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of right oi user in land > Act, ic.62 the Right of User has been 
acquired in the lands specified in the schedule appended thereto fo) the transport of Petroleum lrom drill site SBI1 to G.G.S. J in 
Metis an a Oil field in Gujarat State. 

And Whereas the Oil & Natural G«<t Commission has terminated I he operations referred to in clause (11 of the section (1) of 
section 7 of the said act on 20-6-1971. 

NOW THEREFORE under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines,; Acquisition of Right ol u:,id in land ) Rules, 1903 the C empe tent 
Authority Hereby notifies the said date ap the date of termination of operation referred to above- 

Schedule 

TERMINA TION OF OPERATION OFJTPELINE FROM D.S. SBH. TO G. O. S. I 


Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Dat c of publi- Date of termi- 
nation in the nation of 

Govt, of India operation. 

Gazette. 


PETROLEUM Sc CHEMICALS ■ • KUICAS HKEUYA 3027 9-10-1971 20-6-1971 


[No. Prod/DDN; 6 i(r;,' 72 ] 
Sd- Illegible, 

Competem Authority under the Act for Gujarat. 

jpTo RTo 143 9. — RR : RvUR R^Tt R fafafttF RtT ^TfvPUT RTSRTT^T (ijfR R TW1R % FT ftr) 

RfufdTR, 19 62 FT RRT 6 # TWP.T(i) % RlftR RFlfTR RTFR TOR Ft 5TTT J H <|R Ttr % RSRTRT ftT eitT if 

3RSFT FRT tTRTt tT-TRTlo WT° Rtfo-lAF ^jfrRR % RITRfFT % fan TR RRtR T^Tl R fRfRfRT VjfRRT %■ TIRtR FT RfHFTT 
RfTT FT fan | I far RR : TT *fk Rtftfw W TTRTR R 20-6- 1971 Ft TTR RfafRRR rtf jypj 7 f[ -qpq (I) % (i) 

t fafot RfRiRT FT RfalfRR FT fcRT t I 

9TR, FT : R^tfaRR mRTTRT (RfR F TRRtR $ iqfaFTTt TT RTR) fRRRTRsft, 1 9 6 3 % fRRR 4 % WSftR RFR RTfffFpft 
TFT RTTfa Ft, 37TT fafFT Rfspir F RfapRTT F FR t U.d^KI wfu^fTT FTRT | I 

RTfRt 

3R8R- FIT 1TR Jft tTR R qft Tt RR-I RF 'WTTTSR Ft RfaRT FT RtfRRTR 
pj^ l Rt) FT RTR RTR RR4TF RRRT RTTT % TTTRT if RFTTR RfFRT % RjJfRFT tiff 

Rft Rlffa TTftW 


R^tfTTR FtR TRTRR RRTTR FFTR 3627 9-10-1 971 20-6-1971 


[RWT Rt3RTT/lfto^totTRc/6l( 1 ) / 72] 
RTTTR % fTR RfafHRR % RRT»fR RtffR RTftlFRt 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

Neiu Delhi, the 2nd March 1972 

S O 1440.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 12 of the 
Textiles Committee Act, 1963 (41 of 1963) the Central 
Government hereby exempts the Edward Textile Mills 
Ltd., Bombay from payment of whole of the fees levi- 
able’ under rule 21 of the Textiles Commitee Rules, 
1965 for the period from April, 1966 to July, 1967. 

[No. F. 25011/1/72 Tex-A.] 
H. K. BANSAL, Dy. Secy 


ERTRTT RRTFR 

Tf fafat, 2 RTF, 1972 

FTo RTo 1440. — TIT RfRfR TftriTRR, 1963 
( 1 963 Ft 4l) Ft RTF! 1 2 iff TIRTH ( 1 ) % RTRJF 
si ITT TFT TlfRRRT FT RRtR FT?t fafftR ttftt, iry^ 
RFTRf?T faeR Mr^T, Ft FRT, 1 9 66 R ^Tt^, 
1 96 7 RF iff TTFfk % fTR TFI RfRffT fRRR, 1965 % 
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fam 2 1 * Rifaff TPJU ufr^ff 4; ffUff Jr 

0 JE ffaft ^ I 

(ffo 'FT 2501 1 / 1 / 72 — ^’UT-nc'l 
mm 0 % 0 ffVtVi , ffTfffafff I 


New Delhi, the 24 th March 1972 

S.O. 1441, — The Government of Jammu & Kashmir 
having nominated the Managing Director, J h K In- 
dustries Ltd., Srinagar to be a member of the Central 
Silk Board in place of Sliri Bazle Karim under clause 
(h) of sub-section (31 of section 4 of the Central Silk 
Board Act, 1948 (01 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby appoints the Managing Director, J & K Indus- 
tries Ltd., Srinagar as a member of the Central Silk 
Board upto the 8th April, 1973 and makes the follow- 
ing further amendment in the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. 

S.O. 1522, dated the 23rd April, 1970, namely: — 

In the said notification against serial number 18A, 
the following shall be substituted namely: — • 

“18A. The Managing Director, 

J & K Industries Ltd., 

Srinagar." 

[No. F,21/l/70-Tex(Fu] 
M. L. GUPTA, Dy. Secy, 
fff 2 4 BUT, 1972 

*To 5tT<> 1441.. — 4 ifW 

1948 ( 1948 W 6 1 ) UFT 4 ffT-ffTTT ( 3 ) * 
(r) % «Ftpfa, 3PRJ BTWnT 3TU 

snrfs fafam*, sfk *mft; faro sfRurc 

spy, *sfar $7 **nff fir, %ufPT ^TPT aft* % ff* 

trtui % Jr Rfffafyff Rfay tt kwr supst 

fffJfa* , '3B = ^ sftr WTtftT % 0 Nldfi t 8 

Rifat, 1973 ff* %nft 5 T fftf % F* % *T Jr 
RffSiRT fffW *TffT I sfft RKff (KFTT % fafau sffTffH; 

i'-i-h *y R 0 *t 0 rt ° 1522 torn 2 ■ 

1 970 Jr fffHfalfaid SRtffT ffyftffff |, TUtlff 1 

dH < 1*1 trftiFnurr Jr wf i 8* % ffpfar fan fa fad 

STfapRTfffff fafffiT RTtr, Tffrfff : — 

"is*. suptpp Pfa^r*, 

7TRJ wft; JpTwflT fWVff, fffo, 

>sfUT»rF ” 

[rfo qffo 21 / 1 / 70 — fffff (cr^Uo ) ] 

fTffo fUffo FRIT, I 


(Rubber Control) 

New Delhi, the 30 th March 1972 

S.O. 1442. — In pursuance of sub-section 3(a) of 
section 4 of the Rubber Act, 1947 (24 of 1947) the 
Central Government have appointed Professor K, M. 
Chandy, as Chairman, Rubber Board, Kottayam, tor 
a period of two years with effect from forenoon of 14th 
IVfarch 1972 vice Shri T. V. Swaminathan, I.A.S. 

[No. 21(1) Plant (B ) /72. ] 


Fff* ffftr^TTf 

ff$ feut, 29 RUT, 1972. 

*To RTo 1442—TRf TrffffffffK, 1 947 ( 1947 Iff 24 ) 
ift RTU 4 RTRTU 3 (*) % SfiJUTR Jr %?#T TOR 

«ft TTlf o iTo Ttr 0 % uuff TT, Tfij R T 

%- 0 enro fttfy Try 14 ppff, 1972 % ^rf$ff jy qrf *iy 
Rdfu % fart* trt ®ryt, fffem % usffsfi % Jr fapj<m 
spTffy % 1 

[ffo *Te 21 ( 1 ) cura: ( wt ) / 7 2 ] 

Cardamom Central 

New Delhi, the 19 th April, 1972 

S.O. 1443. — In supersession of this Ministry’s notifi- 
cation No. S.O. 3810, dated the 17th September, 1971, 
ublished in the Gazette of India dated the 16th Octo- 
er, 1971 in part II section 3 sub-section (il), Shri. L L. 
Sankaranarayanan, Secretary, Cardamom Board, 
Ernakulam, is granted 80 days earned leave with effect 
from 6th May, 1971 and 120 days commuted .leave 
thereafter on medical grounds upto and inclusive of 
21st November, 1971. 

In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 7 of the 
Cardamom Act, 1965 (42 of 1965), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby appoints Shri R. VLwanathan, 
Accounts Officer in the Cardamom Board, to officiate 
as Secretary, Cardamom Board, in addition to his 
own duties, during the period of leave of Shri I. L. 
Sankaranarayanan. 

[No. F.29( 14) Plant (B)/70.] 
N. N. MALHAN, Dy. Director. 

SHFUft fffRRRT 

df favfffa 19 tnfcr, 1972 

*To KT° 1443. — RKff % <MTtf RBI 2, 3, 

FwV(ii) leTFR^T, 1971*1 M* I faff RffT- 

Wf # Rfff^ffffT ffo *To RTo 3810, faff ft) 17 fadHf, 

1 97 1 % RfffRRR Jf Ry RT^o iT^ro WTOWff, fffftff, 
fft ¥, qfftfUR, *y6fff, 197lJy80faff3?y Rfarff 

®ff€y ffRT ffff% TFffTff STffffty RTOK TT 2 1 ffffP-K, 1971 

ff* # 120 faff *y TfuffcT ^t, fararr fff ffifRir *fy 
NTfafiff t, STffTff ^r RTffy t I 

^ffpNy RffffffW, 1965 ( 1965 *T 42) RRJ 7 

# rt-rtu ( 2 ) % flffRUff Jr, %^ 5 far rt*r qffFjm 
Wff^y Rti Jr Jbjt trfyffur rnio Pmffmff *r, 

^ Rif 0 PTRo iftrUTTURff f|^r ^ fa % aitUR 

ffff% TPT% *Tfff % Tlffffftff fffffff, wury ffTt, % 9R TT 

^Tffruff Jr *i 4 *uy % far^fffRTff *rify ^ i 

*ro 29 ( 14 ) 'RTiff (*y)/ 70 ] 

ITffo (Iffo ffR^ff, 

TT-faffR* I 
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New Delhi , the 17 th June, 1972. 

S.O. 1444.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following rules further to amend 
the Export of Ceramic Products (Inspection) Rules, 
1969, namely: — - 

1. (1)^ These rules may be called the Export of 
Ceramic Products (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 
1972, 

(2) They shall come into force on the 7th July, 
1972. 

(2) In the Export of Ceramic Products (Inspection) 
Rules, 1969- for rule 6 , the following rule shall be sub- 
sltuted, namely: — 

“ 6 . Inspection fee-subject to a minimum of rup- 
ees twenty for each such consignment., a fee 
at the rate of 30 paise for every hundred ru- 
pees of F.O.B. value of each such consign- 
ment shall be paid as inspection fee under 
these rules.” 

[No. 6(2) /72-EI&EP.] 
M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, Dy. Director. 

17 3JfT; 1972 

«pTo mo 1444 -Pprfa 

Wfilfwr, 1963 ( 1963 4T 22) Rt OTTr 1 7 5TTT RTR 
WpRPfl' RT 4416 aN'r! jgtr, 4>nflT Rvf 1 1 d 4 RcRTT 
fprfcT (f^fTT) ftRR, 1969 Jr *flT RpJ RUfWR 
% fcnj PFdfifrfercT fwr arcrcft «r«r^; :■ — 

1. (l) SR fHtnff 4!T RTR R^fRR 3RTTR 
(fAfftTR ) RRlRR fRRR, 1972 ^E1 | 

( 2 ) % 7 RRl£ 1972 RRPtft l" 

2 . fHtrfd (ftAhsrw) Ptor, ieG9®r — 
Pm 6 % pqrr tt, fRfRfa'Iw Pm IsrftwftR ferr 
‘juiftt, mtd; : — 

“ 6. R^R- ^ RAtR % ajRRR 

20 % RRfR STfRR 'I AN ,J f % RtR 

JJjPT % jrffT 100 RTJ % f^TT 30 't^r RT A R%R, SR 

f?mf % wfrr fartem r^r % sr Jr , rrr smft 1 

[lt° e(2)/72-^o?ITfo^f ^oTto] 
Ortfo %o Rfo < 6 in 1 4 n j 

rtFr^w 1 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDERS 

Bombay, the 9th July 1971 

Subject: — Cancellation of licence No. P/U/1331313 of 
23-4-70 Customs purposes copy issued to 
M/s. Kamlesh Industries, 97 Kakar Indus- 
trial Estate, Lady Jamshedji Road. Mahim, 
Bombay. 16, 

S.O. 1445. — M/s. Kamlesh Industries, Bombay-16 
have been granted licence No. 1331313 of 23rd April, 
1970 for Rs. 5146 for import of shopping list item 
against Sr. No. A.66.4, 

They have applied for duplicate copy of Customs 
purposes copy of the said licence on the ground that 
the original licence has been lost. 


It is further stated that the said licence is not re- 
gistered with the Customs and is not utilised. 

In support of their claim applicant have filed in an 
affidavit. 

I am satisfied that the original copy of Customs 
purposes copy of licence No. 1331313 of 23rd April, 1970 
has been lost and direct that the duplicate copy of the 
Customs purposes copy should be issued to the appli- 
cant firm. 

The original Customs purposes copy of the licence is 
cancelled. 

[No. 96/198206/ OD.69/L/EPSC.IIC/206.] 

r<jrk fimuT, sntmr-faRfa vt rrrJrr, ***$ 

3TR? 9 1971 

FrRRi-RRRV RTrAr TTTT ITOff^W 

snrfavftTts - , Rf?R, 1 6 srrft Tm., 

ffij RT^RR HWT ; c ft/u/ 1331313, fSEfa 
23—4—70 RrRT-RW nffr Tt R7T% RR 
RRR I 

l?R»sft°1445.~R# J sfi' RnTRR 1 6 

RR ffWro 66.4% RTR?t RRR RR % S1TRTR 
% fRtr 5146hTRWrr;fr RTTRRRo 1 33 1 3 1 3. fRRfar 
23-4-70 5TRTR f%RT RRT ft I 

RRR R1TRR %T RlRT srfR RAMr % 

fRT 5 R STRUT iTT SfftRR f^RT MtRR NTTRR RRT 1 1 

RTF fTRT RRT | f% RRR RT?RR iftHT-RcT 

RRRkR 71 RNtW 1 fVll RRT % tfD RRR.T RRR1R Rfff 
f%RT RRT ^ I 

Rl^ % RRRR A ^ 1[RT RRR RR RlfRR 

fRRr £ I 

[JfR^lfRTRT^RRWTT 13 31313, 23-4-70 
%T tftRT-RyT' JffR Rf | SfflT fR%R ? fsp RTRRT 
RR Rt ?R RTfRfu RTfj RTRl RTf'pTU I 

RTTRR Rft H;R R>R1 JT% T? RTrft | | 

[Ro 96/l98206/'?flo^to6 9/0[Ro^ocfV i ,tTRoTfVc- 

2 -lft/ 20 6 ] 

Bombay r the 27 th August 1971 
Subject: — The cancellation of licence Nd, 1350444 dt. 

16-9-70 and licence No. 1340506 dt. 23-11-70 
Customs purposes copy issued to M\s. 
Gandhi Industries Bombay. 

S.O. 1446. — M/s. Gandhi Industries Bombay have 
been granted licence No. 1360444 dt. 16th September, 
1970 and licence No. 1346506 dt. 23rd November, 1970 
for Import of Acrylic Moulding Powder etc. Acrylic 
Sheets and etc. 

They 7 have applied for duplicate copy of Customs 
Purpose of the said licences and the ground that the 
original licences have been lost. 

It is further stated that the said original licence is 
not registered with Customs and is not utilised. 

In support of their claim applicant have filed an 
affidavit. 
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1 am satisfied that the original copies (Customs Pur- 
pose) of licence No. 1 ({50444 dt. 16 lh September, 1970 
and licence No. 134506 dt. 23rd November, 1970 have 
been lost and direct that the duplicate copies of the 
licences should be issued to the applicant firm. 

The original Customs Purpose Copy of the licence 
is cancelled. 

[No. 2/71 /EPS.CIII.] 
3T5Tf 2 7 SHIFT, 1971 

fair Twf otifr znwf 4 414 ft^I f%r 

44 41^440 1350444f44f4 16-9-70 
44T4T5t44° 13465 0 6 fddi4 23-11-70 
(TlTT-T7pPdTif^tfr5rfT) 4TT4 4 4*41 I 

tT^o *f}o 144 6 -0T'TiTP^£^^,TiF£44TTf^ r fFF 
TTT?T TrrfV, 7fi44 Tiir % 4I4T4 

^ 4T544 tfo 135 0444 f44T4 16-9-70 47544 

40 1 346506 f44T4 23-1 1-70 Ffl$4 f%n; ipT 4 I 

444 4T544T spt srdfTlr Tfin 4l£ wit 
Tfrif % f^rrr t;-t ttpet t* ?n^r f44i ft: *ft 41544 
’it FT & I 

TFT 4i? 4414T 44T | f4 TFT 1J4 4T544 TftTTSpP 
414144 4 414 TJftfFr dWt 4541 vjtt | 544T 44414 

4?fr fw 441 | I 

474 4T4 % 4474 if 41744 4 44 Wf-W 4T%4 

fw | I 

4 544 44^ ^ 415^4 To 1 350444 f44T4 

16-9-70^41^4440 1 346506 f54f4 23-11-70 
4ft 44 414I-SH4 414 4441 4f44T 4> 4f | 4ti: ftpTw 
T4T f4 41444 41 41444 4l SOjfafT TfdTT 4Tft 4t 
4141 TTffTP I 

4T4i4 di 44 4T4T-F4T 417-44 l fr af44t 

41 4Fft f I 


[4o 2^7 l/£oqj cPfr o4to — 1 1 1] 

Bombay, the 13 ih October 1971 

Subject; — The Cancellation of licence No, 1339856 dt 
2-2-1971 (Customs Purpose Copy) issued 
to M/s. Gandhi Industries Bombay, 

S.O, 1447.— M/s. Gandhi Industries, Bombay, have 
been granted licence No. 1339856 dt. 2nd February, 
1971 for Import of Acrylic Moulding Powder, Cellulose 
Acetate Flakes etc. 

They have applied for Duplicate copy of Customs 
Purposes of the said licence on the Ground that the 
Original copy of licence have been lost. 

It is further stated that the said original copy of 
licence is not registered with the Customs and is not 
utilised. 

In support of their claim applicant have filed an 
affidavit. 


I am satisfied that the original copy (Customs. Pur- 
poses) of licence No. 1339856 dt. 2nd February, 1971 
lias been lost and direct that the duplicate copy of the 
licence (Customs Purposes copy) should issued to 
the applicant. w 

The Original Customs Purposes copy of the licence is 
cancelled. 

[No. 3/71/EPSC.III.1 
4T4f 1 3, 4T447 1971 

fat) 4 : — 4T*fl £< 34 ^ 4 , 4F(£ % 414 4 4ffr fapr 44 
4T^4 4o 133 985 6 f44I4 2-2-71 (TflTRT" 
444 4W-Wpvfl 4fcT) 41 T? 444 44 4 hi 4 I 

TJ4^4(o 1 4 4 7 -4441 4rsfl 44 rrf4*f44 

4Tf?r4 TT~?7, 444t4 4f444 4444 ?c4Tfe % 414T4 % 
f4^ 414^4 4° 1339856 f54r4 2-2-71 Fflf 4 f44l 
471 41 I 

74?44 444 4TT44 77 44f4fT TITTTTT 414- 

4«r?sft 4f4 % f44 54 mtUT 44 41444 f47I f, fdV 4Tf44 
4fl 4T4 4> 4£ | I 

414 44 44141 441 1 f4 <41544 4l 444 4 4 nfd 4741- 
464 414?44 it 77144 4pfl 47lf 4£ | sftv 4444 14414 
4^7 f44T 441 % I 

514^- 41^ % 4444 4 4l354 ^ t{4 444 44 4lf44 
flT4r£ I 

# 44?1 4^J $ f4 41^44 4o 1339856 f44r4 
2-2-71 44 44 ?fl41 414 414-4Wtfl 4f4 ’fl % 4>T 
f444 441 1 f4 44^44 41 4T^46 4l 44/4f4 S[f4 41^1 4l 
4T*ft 4 1 f?<i( I 

415,44 4l 4 4" 4141-414 414-4 W4l 5lf4 4? 4 I 
4r?fl| I 

[4o 3/7l/f "lW?ro4lo-3] 

Bombay, the 23rd October 1971 
Subject: — The cancellation of lienee No. 1019066 dt. 

22 nd March, 1971 and licence No. 1347202 
dt. 7th December, 1970 ( Exchange Purpose 
copies. 

S.O. 1448.— M/s. Montana Sports (India) Pvt. Ltd., 
Bombay-1 have been granted licence No. 1019066 dt. 
22nd March, 1971 and licence No. 1347202 dt. 7th 
December, 1970 for Import of CAB Moulding Powder 
and Cellulose Acetate Flakes etc. 

M/s. Montana Sports Bombay applied for Duplicate 
copies for Exchange Purpose of the said licences on 
the ground that the Original Licences for exchange con- 
trol purposes have been lost. 

It Is further stated that the said original copies of 
licences are not utilised, 

In support of their claim applicant have filed an 
affidavit, 

I am satisfied that the original copies (E;-:change 
Purposes) of licence No. 1019066 dt. 22nd March, 1971 
and licence No. 134202 dt. 7th December, 1970 have been 
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lost and direct that the duplicate copies of the licences 
should be issued to the applicant firm. 

The original Exchange Purposes copies of the licences 
are canceled. 

[No. 1/71/EPSC.III.] 
TPSlf, 23 EETEC 1971 


The original Customs copy of the licence is cancelled- 
[No. F. 177-IV/PSF/50R/05-GG/EP-I/EP, Erstwhile.] 

D. IZSOUZA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

For Jt. Chief Controller. 

30 EER^ 1971 


r fTW- ETCEEEo 1019 0 6 6 fEETT 2 2—3—71 EEr 
ETVEE E° 1347202 fEEFE 7-12-70 
(EET fEfEEE fEEEE EfdEl) ft TEE 
et Trr^rrr i 

IUT° 1448: — TTNt E>ETET tEtfe (EPE) 

Sffo fro, ERf - 1 Tt [ft rr ft ETEET EET EfEElE 

trfflrfE f etete f ff^ErffE e®e 1019066 
f^rtr 22 - 3-71 TTr Nrrffr fo 1347202 fETiE 

7-12-70 FEiEE ffn[ ipr f | 

Effr ftrfrrdT pfiifr, ekt£ E eee etetM ft ff 

E ET fEfEEE fEEEE itfEEt f ff it W ETOTT IT ETEEE fEET 
t % NTfEE ft NT EET fEfEEE fEEEE trfEET ft E? ?, I 

EIE E? EEWf EEC % ff ETfEE ft EEE *JE STfEEt 
EE EEETE EET ff ET EEET % I 

WTf TIE % EEEE E Elf? R N to ET ETfTE 
fETT % I 

E TEE it ff EIEEE wr 10’ 9066 ffrtET 
22-3-71 EET NI^EE Eo 1 3 4 7 2 0 2 tEEfF 7-12-70 

ft ijn ^rr ft Feet fdfTN Tffrr f f f 
fft fffE %ET 4 ff EfEEE ft EIEEE ft EEpEfl EfTEt 
Nlft ft Nlft ErfSE I 

EUEE ft tJN T3T fEfEEE fEEEE SlfEET TEE ft NTcft 

t I 

[f’sTT l/71/^offotTrfo ft" Ili 


Bombay, the 30 th November 1971 

Subject : Cancellation of licence No, P/P / 2698051 
dated 25th September, 1909 issued to M/s 
Gaco, Varanasi. 

S.O 1449.. — M/s Gaco, Varanasi, have been granted 
licence No. P/P/2598051 dated 25th September, 1969 
for Rs. 3992 for Import of (1) Dyes & Chemicals Per- 
missible types Rs. 1996 & (2) Items of Embellishment 
Rs. 1996 as per AM -68 Policy Book as amended from 
time to time. They have applied for duplicate Custom 
purposes copy of the said licence on the ground that 
the original licence has been misplaced or lost, 

It is further stated that the said original licence was 
not registered with any Customs House and not utilised. 

In support of their claim applicant has Wed an 
Affidavit. I am satisfied that the criginal copy of 
Customs purposes of licence No. P/P/25980B1 dated 
25th September, 1969 has been lost and direct tl at 
the duplicate copy of the licence should be issued - 
the applicant Arm. 


Ieee : — ET’fr Eft ettpeet ft Nifr far ee eriee 
fo efc/efr/ 25 98 051 ffrtT 2 5-9-69 ft T? ETET 

tTRoft 0 1449- - -«Nf>sft ttft, ETTREt ft EEE EEE 
TT EETf ftfEE EEE ETE 19 68 ffd 'PET f EIE El T 
( 1 ) 1 996 Eo f E%E ffEE f TE 'fit TIETEET EET 
(2) 1996E° frEEETEEdt f ETE1E f fE^ 3992 To 
ET rrq-T stRiRR E1TJEE E° ‘ff/fty 2 5 9 8 0 5 1 f'lEt'P 
25-9-69 *ff?E ffEI EET ET I 


E^ffE W ET5EE ft EE.fHf'T tflErntT ETEEElft 
Tfd f fNfr EE ETEpr ET ETEEE ffET £ ff ETT El EEE 
EEETEET ^t EET t ET ft W ^ I 

ETE Eft EfTTET ’IET | fT HEE ET^E f^Eft ft 
ftETENF TTEiEE f t'f ifE E^t ETETET EETETEtT EEEE 
TEEtE E^t ffET EET ET I 

^E Elf % EE^E ir EIWF E E.T EEE EE ElffE 

ff El | I 


*t E^E g tf ETfEE Eo c ft, •ft’ / 259805 1 fEETE 
25-9-69 ft ^tftERpEEEf EEtift Eff ft E^ ?t EfT 
fE^T^ETf ff ElEEEift < TEE fi VEfffE Efn N,ft ft 
Etft ETf^TJ 


■^EE ft tjE EfETEW E% T? ft Elcft | I 

17 7-4/^0^0^0/568/65-66/^-1/ 


[To 


fft-fff^i^E ?r Eift] 

^to ftEWr, 

3 E E/4E f-TEET, ElETE-fEE%, 
ft EEEE Eb?-T fEEEE ETETE-fEEfE I 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 10th September 1971 

Sub ,ect: — Order cancelling Exchange Control Copy 
>f Import licence No. P|S|1328562|C|7fX|38] 
C|31-32 dt. 28 th January, 1971 in connection 
with the issue <7f duplicate copy of the 
same interms of GLI 10/67 dt. 23rd Marcli, 
1907. 

S.O. 1450— M/s. Bhalotia Metal Mfg. Co. 2, Digamber 
Jain Temple Road, Calcutta-7 were granted licence 
No. P/S/ 1328562/ C/XX/38/C/31-32 dated 28-1-71 for 
Rg, 5000. They have applied for duplicate "copy of the 
Exchange Control Copy of the said licence on the 
ground that the original of the same has been lost. It 
is further stated that the original licence has not been 
registered with any Customs authorities and the ful] 
value of licence (he. Rs. 5000/- remained unutilised. 
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In support ol this contention the applicant has hied 
an affidavit to the effect that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Copy of the licence has been lost, I am satisfied 
that the original Exchange Control Copy of the licence 
No, P/S/ 1328B62/-C/XX/ 33 /C/ 31-32 uatcd 28-1-71 for 
Rs. 5000/- has been lost and direclod that duplicate 
copy of the same should be issued to the applicant. 
The original Exchange Costrol Copy of the licence is 
cancelled. 

TNo- 47-I/P/DI/15/70-71/AU-IV/VI. I 

P. B. SAHA, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(nhth-hsh fawv, HTTTW-ffafH nt NirfaT 

) 

sfaw 

WUPWr, 10 1971 

falT HTTTH WlfaN K'o HtltTHI 132 8502 IHtl 
n^ff tTTHI 38IHt 31. 32 form 28-1-71 

fat fTffarT fafarnr ufw 5ffr tthtt fafa 
fat NW Nfa 10/67 ffafa 23-3-67 % 
spjhr ?h nth ir wfawfH srfw tsrrCr thh 
NT WlfaW I 

rtdo ITff 1 4 5 O-fafar HfarfclT NSW faffarWlfaH fao 
2, fauTT whewth far wnnht- 7 fat sooonp fa fart 

NINTH wrfww io fa|NHI1328562/fat/r(TH 3£fH/38lfal/ 
31-32 ftHPN 28-1-71 fafNcT iTMT NTT HI I BfatH 

NTT wfatfff fa HfafaN i|3T fdfWT ffaTWW 5rf5T fa fair 
NH wrarn: NT HrNTT ffaNT f % 1JW ^tfl falfaHT fTTNU 
wfar fat fa t 1 HPT T? NHITT NTT | fa WT#H fawt 
fat fatHT TTcTT Wlf STTNfa % TIN NfafaH fat 4TTTTTT NTT NT 
NtTWltHHfafalJcTNTfT ( 5000No) THHTtNfaf ffaTT 
NTT NT I 

WITTH (fa fa HHNN if TTTTT N T^ Tdr j |ct mp PITT 
NT TTJT fTTI | far HW WlfaHH far NTT £ I H 3WH H§EE 
g far nfaHH No Nt^NI 13285 62lfaf|tfaN N7NI 38 
Nil 3 1 . 3 2 faTTW 2 8-1-71 fa N W N?T fafTHT fafaPN 

Nfa far Nt | fafa ffaw far g fa Hrfaw fa fat fa HHfaft 

nPn Witt fa wfat Wlffa I WT^NN fa tjw dpi IWfNNT 
fNTNN Wfa NTT fa WTdt | | 

[NNTT : 47-l/Nto/fao Hit 0 / 1517 0— 7 lfafa 0 — 4/ gj 

fao fao NT?!, 
NN NTT ffajPN, NTTTN-fNTfa I 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

(CLA) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 14 th October 1971 

S.O, 1451.— M/s. Balkishan Das & Son*. 1083-84 & 
88, Farash Khana, Delhi-6, were granted Import L, No 
P/S/ 1612258/ C/XX/29/D/25/26 dated 18th October, 
1968, and P/S/1612259/C/XX/29/D/25-26 dated 18th 


October, 1968 (ur the Import of Pandulam Clocks and 
Lever Clocks Parts as per the list attached thereto "or 
Rs. 100U0 (Ten Thousand only) and Rs. 2623 (Two 
Thousand Six Hundred and Twenty Three only) respec- 
tively. They have applied far the issue of duplicate 
copies of both the copies of the said licences on the 
ground that original ones have been lost without 
having been registered with any custom authorities 
and utilised at all. 

2. The applicants have filed affidavits on stamped 
paper in support of their contention as required under- 
para 312(2) read with appendix 8 of the l.T.C. Hand 
Book of Rules and procedure, 1971. I am satisfied that 
the above said original licences (both copies) have been 
lost/ misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me, under 
clause 9 (cc) import (control) order, 1955 Dt. the 7th 
December, 1955 as amended uptodate, T cider, cancel- 
lation of both copies of licences No. P/S/1G12258/C/ 
XX / 28 /D/ 25-26 and P/S/ 1C12259/C/XX/D/20-26 both 
dated 38th October, 1968. 

The applicants arc now being Issued Duplicate Copies 
of the said two Import Licences in accordance with 
Para 312(2) of l.T.C. Hand Book cf Rules and proce- 
dure 1971. 

[No. F. B-52/AM-G3/AU-UT.CLA.] 

(WTTH NNT fWlifaT, HNlfanTiT Nf nfarWT, fafatH 
WfFNN far ) 

HITS! 

T'. fafar, 1 4 HINT 197 1 

'[No fate 1451- — fa fa ViW [falN TIN 
faN, 1083-84 NtT S8, NTIW ?anT, 
faefa- 6 fa WlfaH N^Nlfa, fa/ far/ 36 12 25 8/' 
fa/ fad 1 [4N / 2 9 /fa / 2 5/ 2 6. ffafa 18-30-68 NTT 
fa/far/ 161 2 25 9,'fa/faTN RTN/ 2 9/'f \j 25-26, ffafa 

18-10-68 NT fa NW NcHN faY K STfaiT RofWN 
fafat NtT falNT NfaTT TT NITiN ^ fao; NN7T' 1 0, 00 ()! 
Nfa (TN^TRiNTN) Nfa 2,623 WT (fa fa 

Nfaf Nfa Nfw) T fa>T TTR ffaj Tjn i; \ 7T.|TN NTN 

nTrNN fa tint nffaf far NTfamr “fa Tfa % ffa 
^N NTSTTN TT NTT NT fm ^ fa fal Nffalt fTfarNfaT faW 
TTfarfar N T'fafaN NTpr ffa r far TlfalN far 

faNT fa fat Nt % I 

2. NfaT^r NN N NTT dfa ^ NNNN N NTTTN STINP; 

ffaNN, ffaTN TNT NffaTT 19 71 % qffafaf 8 fa 

HPT Tfa NI% TTfa faffapT 312(2) N TNT fafafaf ?ERN 

nnnw nt: ttn wnw-hw Tifarw ftm 1 1 ^ H-ifa % fa 

NTfaTN NN NTfNN (fafa Nfaffi) fat NT f / 5RNTNPT fa 

fa I I 

3. NTNN TNT faflftlN TTfNTN (ffaNH) NT fail, 
1955 ffafa 7 ffaFTT, 1 9 5 5 fa NTO 9 (faNr) N NNff 
NfNtfaf NT NTtN NTT |N # WfNNN N W fa /NT/ 1612258 
fa/NTNNTN/'28/fa/25-26 fafa fa/NN/l612259/Nt 
rrNNNTN/fa/25-26 ffafa 18-10-68 fal Ntfaf fafaf 
fat NNfa NT NfTN faT g I 
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4. WTHT TT W WIRT RIHIT ffi-tHET, fam FT^TT f 
srf^PTT "itFR/F, 1971 5pr TfTTT 312(2) % WRIT 

“jet tttt Hrwffi ht wfWfaTt nnft hT nr TsV % i 

[HW ¥Jo5 2/tto tttTo 6 8 /tr o jjo i|€j o q T s,- o rr o ] 

New Delhi, the 12th January 1972 

S.O. 1452. — M/s. The Shadow Electronics, 2359- 
Kucha Chalan, Darya Ganj , Delhi, were granted licen- 
ce No, P/S/162, 1150, dated 23rd September, 1970 
for Its. 5,000 only (Rupees Five Thousand only,). 
They have applied for issue of duplicate Customs pur- 
poscti cony of the licence on the ground that the 
original Custom Purposes Copy has been misplaced 
after having been registered at Bombay Custom 
Elouse, and utilized partly upto Rs. 3,000 leaving a 
balance of Rs. 2,000 only. 

The Applicant has filed an affidavit on stamped 
paper in support of their contention as required under 
para 312(2) read with appendix 8 of ITC Hand Boole 
of Rules and Procedure, 1971. I am satisfied that the 
original Custom Purposes Copy has ibeen misplaced. 

In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
clause 9(CC) imports (Control) Order, 1955, dated 
7th December, 1955 as amended upto date, I order 
The cancellation of the Custom Purposes Copy of 
licence No. P/S/1621150, dated 23rd September^ 1970. 

The applicants case will now be considered for the 
issue of duplicate Custom Purpose Copy of the said 
licence in accordance with para 313(1) & 2 of I.T.C. 
Hand Book, of Ryles and Procedure, 1971. 

[No. F. P/S/14/DELAM71/AU.UT.CLA.) 

D. S. MORKRIMA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
for .It. Chief Controler of Imports & Exports. 

12 HfiHTt, 19 72 

HU 14 52. — sW SHH’ffiW, 
2359, HHf HHTH, sfRTH, feRfr 5 000 
(iK shit fk hth) Tr fsHt ttsf wrier htwh Ho 
'0/^/162/150 fahW 23-9-70 HTR ffiRT HTT HT I 
hithh Tr ffmr sjfe shThh trffiTt sFjfsrf'r % 
faSfiH wni tc fvrr I fa hr^ HfaTSjRi 
TTtrfvTT if THfa.-f TTR, 3 000 FIT TT Hffafi 
TTlRr Tffi HIT ^5 2000 To HT Tifa % HI? 
HH HtfiT SITfafi irfcT if! I I 

WTET % STHt fa fife H WITT RTTR ffaiUT 
faqH THT TfW JCcTT, 197 1 % fifrOw 8 % fN fa 
3TI% qfa fafaT 212(2) % 5PJHTT WT fa%T JTPT 
HT fi/P W *RT Tlffal fan ^ I ?T g fa Rjf 
^fTHT wrj fafar far fa fa ^ i 

4 t^EET ipTT faftffa 5TFTTH (fafaH) Hlfab 1955 
ffafa 7—12—1955 fa HTTT 9 (fa fa) % WERT ITCH 

farnfa^HTfanfafaS Hrcfafawfa/fa/i 62 i iso 

ffafa 2 3— 9— 7 0 fa fabT FjyT fafafi faf fa T£ Tfa TT 

HTfa fa ? I 

Hi odd fa Rim NTT Mdi kfi far ITT HljffaT Hlfa 
% ffa SR fa fa % Hlfa <TT WIRT WHIT ffafa, 


ffaf HHT fafifiT WT4T, 19 71 fa farm 313 ( 1 ) TdT 
( 2 ) % npir famr fan mfa 1 


[fan 0 Tt o /tth o j 1 4 jilt. F . „ it 0 nq- j 71 /it ^ 

3^ o Ui o o TTH o IT o J 

¥Vo uq-o iftTHTHT, 

H f f ^ fRTHT, HPTPT-fRHIT, 
TT7T ^TTHpr-ffidOd I 


(OfTlce of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

CANCELLATION ORDER 
Bombay the 27 ih September, 1971 

Subjuct : — Order for Cancellation of Custom Purpose. 

Copy of the import i : ease No Pi At 
1017955 dated 11/2/71 for Rs. l,12,48B/-M/s. 
Fancy Corporation Ltd. Bombay. 

S.O. 1453, — M/s. Fancy Corporator Ltd,, Bombay 
were granted the Import Licence No. P/A/1017955 
dated 11/2/71, for Rs. 1,12,488/- for import of all Per- 
missible Spare Parts for the Foreign made Textile 
Machinery installed in the licence-holder’s Factory, 
as appearing in the Machinery Manufacture’s catalogue 
but not specifically banned elsewhere in the I.T.C. 
Policy for AM-71 period. They have applied for a 
duplicate copy of the Custom purpose copy of the 
above import licence on the ground that original Cus- 
tom Purpose copy of the licence has been lost/mis- 
plaeed. It is further stated that the original Custom 
Purpose Copy of the licence was utilised to the extend 
of Rs. 8,672/- and that the duplicate is to be issued for 
the balanced value of the licence namely 1,03,816/-. 

In support of this contention, the above referred 
firm has filed an affidavit on stamp paper duly signed 
before the Notary. I am satisfied that the original 
Custom Purpose Copy of he import licence No. P/A/ 
1017955 dated 11-2-71, has been lo3t or misplaced and 
direct that a duplicate copy of the Custom Purpose 
Copy of the licence should be issued to the firm. 

The original Custom Purpose Copy of the import 
licence No. P/ A/1017955 dated 11-2-71, may be deemed 
to have been cancelled. 

In view of above and also urgency of the matter the 
firm has already been issued duplicate Custom Pur- 
pose Copy vide D-2463Q84 dated 16-8-71. 

[No. 385/MC.N0.457949/AM-71/AU-2.] 

(tfiURr RfiF ffiWfH, wrnr-faHfa' ht wr'fHT ) 


WtH 

27 fHrPHT, 1971 

fafpi : — iwsft fH°, 

1, 1 2,488 % f'HH HITT W HRTcT 

tfHTTHHp farroV srfir 7 ^ 

4!T?T % fHT[ I 

tT^o Wt° 14 53- — tr-M HHfr HTTTTTHR 
Tffr HTBaHT ir HTHlfficT TH3T H^fhAT % 

tTJTT gfHTT B JRT 
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jrefincr httij hth, 7 1 Ifni'S 44 Hid 14 °ht(R i ^- t- i h a 
4tftr j?4A 4 nYt Agr vhht F-q h 7ri4HTN4 h<4 a 

STT^mr % 1, ! 2,48 8 *T° A Kr[ AX Hi 474 HVbHH 

Ho ifl/cr/ 1017 9 5 5 (V-TIN , x-2- 7 1 HAH iNHT *idT XT I 
HT-tTH HHtfXf 5[T4T4 NT’kHH XT HTHNJcX i'TXTHT 3i4 4 m' 

spjlnrfH % (xta rH hthtv at htaah ixqr \ ix hn hi-ht 
9T ?A fHXTHt JTI4 NT -ft $/ 47 4 hi AH <x f H\ ^ | u V BVXTN 

fXHTHHT ^fx '41$ 4HXT -TN JTmI 'TjVX Hi 4 XT u,t>72Ho 
4ft HPTf 4A 4X7:4 fxhT 4Hi NT mYC Nr$HH X NT <£!h 
1,03,816 X° A INA H-JiNIX Aim Hvi'V ^ I 

TJH 4X 4ft if XT 4 NHHAq AH h n ACT A '-iTH'd' rHidqH 
^HT^fTcT RUN XT 44 TV AN W VH hiIm-H tVHT g l 
Hoir/tr/ 10 17 955 I4HTN lx-2-71 
4>t 1J5T HTHf TJTN 1*4 th ,TT $14 NT HTJ B H'HHT 4fvH iv/H <?T 
Hi* £ HlT i 47 91 44T i .; 44 AT •dHiNYT AH iM NUT AT 
“tlH I 

WTHT4 HT$HH Ho qT/'y *0x7955 muTA ii-2-71 
4?t *|N HUTTON iHXIHf $14 AC <JT 4% HHtfT ^Titj, I 


y -1^45 A*! 4 A f £Hf 4 ,,"<44 -$V< WiHVT mi T HXi i HvH- 
A4T At HN4 NdJoflA $1 4 ViN'm 5T~24oo0tj4 KfilA 
16-8—71 H§H XH AT NRT 4 TV nf m'V ,3 I 

[ Tf« 385/^4° Hfo4o 45 7S49/i(N <V*V- 7 i/([o *^o-2J 


Bombay, the 21 st January, 1072. 


Subject; — Cancellation of licence No, G/G/2455062/C 
dale u 3-ii-iu (custom truipo^es L.opy) is- 
sued to The lieymtrar, Tala Institute of 
Fundamental xiecearcn, holiday Camp , 
Colaba, Bombay-o, 

S.O. 1454. — The Registrar, ram Insthute x, xiiuils- 
mental Research, Honuay Camp, Colaba, Bombay-3 
have been gx’anted import j^iceuca i*c. 
dated 9-11-70, lor Rs. o2o(JO/- (Rupees Sixty-two thou, 
sands Five hundred only ) lor Import oi Bicctroxuc He 
Wireless Components, Seim conductors and Seim con- 
ductors devices etc. 

They have applied for issue of duplicate copy ox 
Customs Purposes Copy Ox xua said ixcx_.ee mr tixe 

balance amount of Rs. 40,0377- on the ground that the 
original Customs Copy of the said licence has been 
lost. 

In support of their claim the applicant have filed 
an affidavit declaxing tuat me ._is.o...j .''ll, px.-.'U cop y 

of the said licence issued to tnem for the Import of 
Electronic and Wireless components from G.C.A. has 
been misplaced a.ier hacin^, ox-en reaime-e : w.u. i^us- 

Jems House, Bailard Estate, Bombay- 1, and utilised 
partly i.e. Rs. 22443/-, 

I am satisfied that the on e hiai eppy of ousicmi Pur- 
pose of licence No. (7 / C / jciJuf/C dated 9-11-70, has 
been lost and direct that a duplicate copy of the Cus- 
toms purpose copy of ihe said licence for the balance 
amount of Rs. 40,057/- should be issued to the appli- 
cant firm. 


The original Customs pu-yose copy u cancr-Vcrl. 

[No. 116/M/C. No. 399126/Govt./AM'71/AU.IV.] 

B. IV Di.,'A ■■ 
Dy. Chief Controller , 
for Joint Chief Controller ot Imports & Export.-,. 


sp^f, f44TA 21 N44VT, 197 2 

f4T4 : — TNtNA, CT4T HTA fTH 4, 

^PTfr# 47 Vm, AWT4T, 4x4^- 3 At NDCT IVit 
’ d( vTTV'TH H o NT/ 47/ 24 5 5 06 2|fft/ I Vd i '-f 
9— 11—70 ( 47*7 1 f44>THT tffcT ) 471 
Vf AV4T 1 

tTHo HTo 14 54- — 41TT sriA t^T- 

1X44, A 74, AtvITHT, rqtqF- 5 AT 

44T 44TV-44HAT W4 HTHAl iflV HTf? % 

HTJiVT A 1 NT OA S7I4RT NOrHH tfo 2 45 5 06 2/?ft 

ftMTA 9-1 1-70, 625 0 0 4 ° (414?. 7[K TTN Hi 

4TH ) A t>T4 4^4 tW 4AT 4T I 

4?N4 9T4 Vif^t 40 05 7 A 144 4f?44 4ft 

HtHTHcA T44T4T 4(4 AT H-TKlT 41 U AT4 A tud 54 
Hiyrr qx hrat iaat l i jt v?4 nt $44 at 4t4r ?[ca 
THAMT 414 NT 4^ | I 

W 44AT 4 vfqq A, 4 A 4444 4 4ff 4tf44 444 |,t 
4A 444 44 4T1NN fAdT s fA 44AT 4T4T94 ^?T *44 
?44^T(4A 44T 44TV 44SAf A 414T4 A f?r-T 4ftT (A4 fin 
'444 xii$4tT AT 4 T 4 T a J'.'=(T 1 4Ai 4 T 414, 4T4T9J5A 4714144, 
47474 4f4T, 1 4 44>J4 ATVfjt 4TV 4 HAT 4(t91A 

H44T4 44 14 22 44 3 T‘° 4A A*<4 A 4T4 NT 4^ | I 

?( 4^3 g fA NTS3 h H o icj^J 245 5 0 6 2/HT f44tA 
9-1 1-7 0 AT HT414UA i'HATHT 4f4 NT 4$ | 414 
iH4?l 441 | 1A 444 Nf'5HH AT HTHTHcA THATHf Ht4 At 
N-J. " fiV ft 4 iTH ■■Cll9i 4005/ A IH'i HT44A AH AT 
’tit! vfr 7TFfT i 

T(- f 4rHTV^ ; 'ImNm Hi HI4 '7? AT Nidi' ^ I 

|_H° 116/fi4HH4/ifHo/Hfo-399i26/l[o rfHo 71 / 

V H* w ■*] 


hHo 4f 0 TTHTH, 

4TT 'JHT i>74'4 A, NfHTcT-fnHtH I 
54 H'^44 HsH K4JA, ! H.4T4-l4Ht4 I 


(Office of th? T3y Chief Couixulier of 
imports and Exports) 

QRDER 

Kanpur, the 23rd December, 1971 

3.0. 1435. — The following licences for the Import of 

ball besripgs non-banned non -res me Led types and 
permissible types of Taper Kollir Bearings were 
issued to M/S Khatauli Agro Industries, Pucca Bagh, 
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Gaushala, Khatauli (Distt. Muzaffarnagar), in the 
category of actual users. 

(i) P/S/1656427 dated 28th October, 1970 for 
Rs. 5,000/-. 

(ii) P/S/1056428 dated 28th October, 1970 for 
Rs. 5,000/-. 

Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf. II (102)/ 
1971/Kan/3027 dated 25th October, 1971 was issued 
asking them to show cause within fifteen days of the 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences 
in their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
that their factory had closed and the licences would 
not serve the purpose for which they were granted. 

2, The said show cause notice has been returned 
undelivered by the postal authorities vPith the "remarks 
that the addresssee has left the premises without 
lurther address. 

The undersigned has carefully considered the case 
snd has come to the conclusion that the said M/S 
Khatauli Agro Industries. Khatauli have avoided a 
reply as they have no defence to urge, have actually 
closed down and that the licences wul not serve the 
purpose for which they were granted. 

Having regard to what has been stated in the pre- 
ceding para the undersigned is satisfied that the 
licences in question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered in effective, Therefore, the undersigned, 
in exercise of powers vested in him under clause 9 
sub-c^use (ce) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December, 1955 as amended from time tu 
time hereby cancelis the licences No. P/S/1656427 
dated 28th October, 1970 for Rs. 5,000/- and P/S/ 
1656428 dated 28th October, 1970 for Rs. 5,000/- issued 
in favour of M/S Khatauli Agro Industries, Pucca 
Bagh, Gaushala, Khatauli. 

[No. ENF.II (102) /1971/KAN.] 
O. N. Anand, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

fTTTT, TnTTT-fTTTT TT TITPTT ) 

TTTT, 23 fcdHT 1971 

<^o'3i;o 1455 — Tpf'sft r nrt i wt 

stpt, TktTFT, (faRT tot) r«tm fwsr 

sfk FXfkrfkT f%GT % TPT tofTT Wk 
fqpTr % TTT T>H" tfifk % OPTB % fom TTRrfT’F 
^flr rttt if ^tT % THTW Han FTW 

FT^R RftfR fk 3 ^ • — 

(1) rfr/tTH/ 165 6427 fadlm 28-10-1970 
5,000 TO 

( 2 ) 'ft/tHT/ 1 656428 fknT 28-10-1970 RTR 
5,000 To 

ddWM ttt toth Tdirfi ?jrrt R° r^o 
2( 102)/ 1971/TRT/3027 faRW 25-10-71 Tf ^JrT 

gxT *fY ffr Rrfk % 1 5 fkrf 

% tfRiT ! FT 7,3 T RRTT 3 fr TFT R Flff PFR 3W 
Tt ¥ff 'T ^ ^ fe 3 TTffit 

SimK FT PF TTH3TTT RR RRT RT Tfk fFR 


Tfw T?r % far FT w FT^f fpr ir, # wSr 

JTT R^f I 

FTRFR TTTR Tfmft TFT FT f kTI r<0 ’ ) ffTTT 

sr fk-rrat t ftjqr qtt Trfw cfteT Rt irf £ f% 
FfTf) £ TOT 7RT fTTT Rf OTR OT? fcqT 
% I 

FtJi/HIFfr ^ RTRH k qFkqfffr aprr Tft ^ 
sfrr W OpOTIT TT TpT % % RRR ’Tdkfl' qtff 

TR tf k" | otPf Rkr rrtr 

% fair TR% TTR RTtS" FT R$f | RTTRR if RRRR 
TTWRT iFT HT TOT £ Fk RRRSf'd FTJ^TT fFR 
'jfT % fkr FTTf fk 3 RT 3 R, ^ ^ Rff I 

^ ’Ft TfTTT if Ft WT | ETFT F TTW 
ftr wr^m^kt | k; fdq-'Trttk fttot tpett 
’WvnfTT fen ofrd Trfeu i fTTfFnr, FHkrmtikr ttt 
Rtfnsr-f : dTTTfi (fTTTF) FT^T 1955, kfiTF 7-12-55 
oth 9 Tram (nt ?ft) % sikhr ararr Ffsrrkf 

TT FTpr TiTT |UFT^RRMTt'ft/ 33 ^/l65 642 7kTiFi 
28-10-1970 Ijrm 5000 To 5!Tk 'ft/lTR/l 656428 
f^dTT 23-10-19 70 FT TTHT TTfikflr IHIT 
WT TPT TtFTFT, gFkft *Ft Flft fkr TT[ «T 1^- 
fftrr Tf RTTT I I 

[ROT : ^T. 2(l02)/l97l/'FH] 
Fto iTRo m/Ff, 
FT fkiFTT, 'ffFnrT-fRRk' I 


(Office of the Assit, Iron & Steel Controller N.H.IV. 

Farldabad.) 

CANCELLATION ORDER 
Faridabad, the 14th December 1071 

S.O, 1456.— -M/s. New Captain Cyele Industries, 110/ 
Lajpat Nagar, Ludhiana were granted one import Lic- 
ence No. P/6851592/C/xx/39/31-32, dated 28th April, 
1971 for Rs, 5000 issued under G.C. A. for the item Sheet 
cutting 1.6mm & Thinner excluding all coated sheet 
cutting and defective sheet for the period April-March, 
1971 with the port of registration Bombay. They 
have applied for Duplicate Custom Clearance Purpose 
copy of this licence on the ground that the original 
Custom clearance Purpose copy of this licence has 
been lost. It is stated the original Licence in Custom 
clearance purpose copy were not registered with any 
Custom Authority and were not utilised at all. 

In support of this contention the applicant has filed 
an affidavit, 1 am satisfied that the original Custom 
Clearance Purpose copy of Import Licence No. P/S/- 
8551592/C/XX/39/D/31-32 dated 28th April, 1971 have 
been lust and direct that the Duplicate Licence (In 
Custom Clearance Purpose Copy) should be issued to 
applicant in cancellation of the original Custom 
Clearance Purpose copy of licence in question. 

[No. P/S-31/A.M.71/NU/AU-PB/1SC.D.] 

M. G. GOMBAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Import & Exports. 
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fatnw. N>:I EET sfT’E EiT 

wiu 

EuftEiETE, i4fEERT, 1971 

TUTo jfto 14 5 6. — Eft NT R UEE NT^f'FU mrui'E, 
1 1 0-BTETE EET, BfEETET Eft ETH-Elft, 1971 EE% 

4 

% farr EIEUE EET 8TE E E*ft Etf>7 Efc ElfEE EU EEE- 
EIUT ftk Eli UtTETT 1 , 6 EE EE EET ^EE TENT ?ft3 EifeE 
EET E ErETE % fud; ERf THE E E jftEEEI % ETE 5 000 
T° °p EE ETETE EUEE E° Et/ 8 5 5 1 5 92 /ET/eEE rr^rf 
39/3 1.32 fEEiE 28-4-71 E%E fEET EET El I 
ERIE EET HT^E °f?f TTEfufft EtETUcET fEETEi EEfEEUT 
EfE % fEE FE SHETT IT ETE EE fEET | far UREE Eft E H 
iftETEPE fEETWft ETTEH-ft TfH h£ f I Efi VETET ETT 
% ftp EH EI5EE f^Et Tft EftETEcET ETftRTft % ETE 
TEffTE Esft EEETET EET ET eTe EBEH EEEtE fac^H 
Eiff fERT EET ET I 

SE EET % EEEE E STREET E ^ E1ER EE ElfETE 
fWTt I t?E^EE^Ef faHTfEEEo «ft/^/855 1 592/ 
fft/lJEE IRE/ 3 9/it/ 31/ 32 fftEtET 28-4-71 Eft *JH 
TfrETEEE fEEUft ETft EESft EfE Eft T fft | Stk ffiftH ftHT 
^ fftr fEEET^tE HT2JEH Eft ipf fttETHfEf fEEiHft EEftEHEft 
Efft Eft EU ETE5ET Eft EEpEfE HRER (TftHTSJcET 
fEEHlfr EHR EElft srffl) HTft fERT STPTT ETf?ft I 

[fftf-TH Eo Efto/tTEo-3l/tTo ftE° 7 l/ftEo ^o-4to 
ifto/tTF^o t£E° llfto ?ft°] 


(TE o Eft o EftET, 

EE tJW FeE'EET, ETETE-fEE?E I 


(Office of the By. Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 20 th December 1971 

Subject: 


S.O. 1457,— M/s. Kala Corporation, No. 6, Mamulpet, 

Bangalore 2 wore granted import licence No. P/S 
1 672054/ C/XX/37/X/3 1-32 dated 2nd November, 1970 
for import of Aromatic Chemicals, Natural Essential 
Oils and Resinoids. They have now applied for dupli- 
cate copy of Customs Purposes Copy of the above 
licence on the ground that the original of the above 
Customs Purposes Copy of the licence has been lost 
without having been registered with any Customs 
Authorities and not utilised at all and that the dupli- 
cate copv ol Customs Purposes Copy of the above 
licence row required is for the full value of licence 
Rs. 1,500 

In sup lort of the above contention, the applicant 
"has filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the Original 
Customs Purposes Copy of Hie above licence has been 
l -9 t and direct that a duplicate copy of the Customs 


Cancellation of Customs Purposes Copy of 
licence No, P/.S/1672054/C/XX/37/X/31-32 
dated 2nd November, 1970 for Rs. 1,500/- 


Purposes Copy of the above licence should be issued In 
the applicant. The original customs pii-po-cs copy ol 
the above licence Is he 'ebv cancelled. 

- [No. ITC.SSTA.5j. A, M.71.NP.] 

(EE-E»tf fftEET, ETETE ftrEftr YT EERfsTE) 


WR5T 

EEPflT, 20 fftETTD, 1971 

fftE-T : — 1,500 E? o E7 f^rr HTft fftft *rft BRER E° 
Eft/EE/16 72 0 54/ftT/rTEE ^E’ /o 7/EEE/ 
31. 32 fftfiTEi 2-1 1-1970 Eft HlRPJRRT 
ETTEEEEft Effi ETft EUEl I 

Wfo 1457.— EE^t EET ETIEf^E, Eo 6, 
ErEEftj, EEEftr 2 Eft EUftfep ElfEETeE, EFjfiTET EfiftlE 
ftE Ek ftftEEIESE fti mETE % fUCf ^ET ERIE E1?EE Eo 
Eft/ftE/ 16 72 0 5 4 /^ft/^EE REE/ 3 7/hEE/ 31.32 fuTFfi 
2-1 1-1970 fW EET ET I EE TR-fftft EEE 

ETEEE Eft EfifEfft EDTUpfi ElftEUft Effi % fUT FE 
STTSTR EE ?n^EE fMT % f% ET?^E Eft ftftETWE? 
ETTEEEfft Effi ftrETEUfi ElfEETft % ETE fEET EElW 
EUlETftTftETEEEftE fEU ft NT Tit ft Ek EE EEE UREE 
Eft E^jfEfE ?ftETEcEi ETl4 EEtft Efft Eft mEEEERT ERftE 
% 1JEE ETEft 1500 Eo % f^rr ^ | 

EE^EE EET % EE*fE E STREET ft T[ET El EE EE ElfftTH 
fERT ^ I Jf g fET EEE HTtfftE Eft EE EtETW'cET EfiE 
srfE sgfT e^ | e'u fftki %crr ^ fur street ftft eee 
ETsfftE Eft ST'jforfE EftTTERET ETTftEEtft Efft 'ETTT Eft EIEt 
ErffE I EUftE Eft TJE TftERUET E'lft EESft Effi EETJETU 
T? Eft Elcft | 

[SIT^O ^-0 Tfto I^To ttqo srtf o EohoUEo 'j 1 Rfo <fto ] 

Bangalore, the 28 th January 1972 

Subject: — Cancellation of Customs Purposes Copy of 
Licence No. P/S/1 673689/C/XX/38/X/31-33 
dated 24 th March. 1971 for Rs. 20,025/-. 

S.O. 1458. — M/s. Electronic Industrial Corporation 
113, rigade Road., Bangalore were granted import 
licence No, F/SU673689/C/XX/38/X '31-32 dated 24ih 
March 1971 for Rs. 20,025/- for import of Component" 
of Tape Recorders, They have now applied for dupli- 
cate copy of Customs Purposes Copy of above licence 
on the ground that the original of the above Customs 
Purposes Copy of above licence lias been lost/misplaccd 
after having been registerd with the Central Excise 
Department, Bangalore and utilised partly for Rs, 489/- 
and that the duplicate copy of Customs Purposes Copy 
of above licence now required is for the balance value 
of Rs, 19,536/-. 

In support of the above contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the Original Cus- 
toms Purposes Copy of the above licence has been 
lort/misplaced and direct that n duplicate copy of 
Customs Purposes Copy of above licence should he 
issued to the applicant. The Original Customs Pui- 
posss Copy of above licence is hereby cancelled. 

[No, ITC/SSI/2295/B.290/A.M ‘72/NP.I 
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7TI7 fiTTf 717 71 I 77 77U "JTT'fT 71^77 %Y fttftT 


3Tf TT, 28 77 T 1972 

fftTT ’ — TR.ftft fto ftft tRT /l 673689 #77 777/38/ 

"77 31-32 fTTTT 2 4-3-1 971 7% ftlRT W77) 

‘ >> 

7u 4 *P77iY fffft Tit Tf Trim ! 

77o 1 o 14 US. — Tftftt TT^lfTT ?«7%T7 
777‘fftJT7, 113, flitl ftfc, 7 T 7 Y 7 Ti %7 ffTT- 

tT % #7777 % 71377 37ft 77 fftft 20,025 
Tjo 77 tr^T 511317 7IT77 #0 <ft / 77; 1673689 
#t/ 177717^/38 H!RT/3i-32f7TtT 24—3—1971 TTtfTT 
f%7T T7T >9T I T^ftft 517 TTJTcf 7T#T %t fttTT UJET TIT 

T^ftt 7f7 % fro 77 Tran; r -n 57377 f%ra ft f% 77 ftkr 

TW Tift Slfft ftfiftk 71777 fftEFT % 7T7 ftfttfTT 

77% % 7T7 5]ftr 489 T , o % f#TT 5ftfft7T ?7 ft TTftftT 

77ft % tit ftt t| ft/TErmT fit ftft ft ftft; tut ftp 1 9, 538 
To % fox’, 77377 TTT^^rai 7ft TFjlftfft ftkTTfTT TUWTTlt 
Slfft 7 ft 57377771 ft I 

33777 77 % 7737 ft OTTTF ft 3,71 Wl 77 7Tfft7 
fw ft I ft W'-JZ g: f% 377 Tlfftft 7ft IJ7 fttTT Hj/TT 77# 
7537 ft srfft ftr 7 % ft 5P'7i7>” i 'i ?ft t£ ft tYt ffiftn tmffz 

5117371 7ft 77777 7T?ftft 7% 5EjfftfT fttTTTpF 777 7*771% 
Jltft 317% 7ft silftt TrfftT I 777 7TW7 7% 3T 3%7TW77i 
3T7 7*7*1% Slfrf nTRTTTT 777 77 713% ft I 

[fto 5lk?t 7%/ *7 ft7 wk/2295/ftto 290/^0 rnjo 72/ 
T>7 3%] 

S.O. 1459. — M/s. Sree Mahalaxmi Agarbathi Works 
Door No. 25. Uostairs, Che.marajpef, 3rd. Main Road 
Bangalore. 13 -/ore granted Import licence No. P/S/- 
1G72019/R/KN/: 7/X/31 32/ML dated 26* December, 
1971 to” import cl Aromatic Chemical.’., Natural Ess- 
ential Oils and Resinoids. They have now applied for 
duplicate copy of Customs Purposes Copy of 
the above licence on the p oand that the original of 
the shove Customs Purposes Copy of the licence has 
been without having been registered with any 

Customs Authnrihios and not utilised at all and that 
the dup i; cat« copy of Customs Purpose;; Copy of the 
above T canoe now required is for the full value of 
licence Rs. 2,500/-. 

In support of the above contention, the applicant 
has filed an affidavit. I am satisfied hint the Original 
Customs Purposes Copy of the above licence has been 
lost and direct that a duplicate cony of the Customs 
Purposes Copy of the above licence should be Issued 
to the applicant. The Original Customs Purposes 
Copy of the above licence is hereby cancelled. 

[No. ITC ASIA .18.A.M.71.NP ] 
f%77 : — 2,5 00 -lift % fftft 7T#T fto 'ft 77/ 

1 672619/57*/% 77 / 37 / 777 / 31 - 32 / 

77 75 , fkrtr 26 - 12-1970 ftt ftftn 

TyT TTtTT 7f7 7% T? T^RT I 

77 5ft o 145 .-Tftftt 737731% TTTftt 77%, 71^ 
fto 2 5 TT 7 ft7i r , TTPTTftT, 7# 77 -ft-f, 777lr- 1 8 %T 
nrtftfTiT ftrftr^^, TrufftT TTft'TT 77 77T ftr77r7T7 

% 5TT7T7 % ftw ^#7 777T 'ft/77/ 167201 9, 5TP"/ 
%o 77/ 3 7 077/31-3 2/77 77, fftTtT 26-1 2-1970 


777 !T*ftT7 7f7 dft -7^77 Tfft % F77 ^7 5If7K 
Tf 7k 37 f%7f ft f7 TB'TT ?ft 7T^7 ftfTUpT 
77tT7 ITfft Tf 77 df7 7l 7? ft I 77 7 7T fkft fttOT/pT 
TfRTTfn % 777 - trftftTTF TTTftf 11 % sft vftf 7 7777 JdftTT 
7T fTTl 7-T 7T I tY< 7? TT'frT 7T777 %t ft tTT T ^ T 
77t77 7f7 %t T^pTpT 7ft7 ift TfdT-TTTr 7T?77 % TT 
2,500 TT> % pT7 ft I 

7Tft77 7% % 7777 7, TTft'T ft rnff 777 77 7]f'77 
ffTT ft I ft 1 ft R7 7T r f f7 71777 ftlTT 
77li7 Tf-l k 7% f T’fT ."-,7 '71';^ ni 777 '7 
Tf 7 • fttr if fy;t f it ’7 7," ■ %t 7#rfft 7f7 71777 
TlTTU •-!% 'TTfit TlFfT I 7T777 70577 %T t J7 7T7T HJTfT 
Tfft ^7% Sr?T T-ft 7T7> ft I 

[777T 5n%.ftr.7t.77.77.7r% JT. l 6 rT.nrr. 7 
Bangalore, the 17 th February 1972 

S.O, 1400. — M/s. Sri Srinivasa Agarbathi Works, No. 
84, Thigalarpafc, Banga]ore-2, were granted Import 
licence No. P/S/1076198/R/ML/4O/X/33-34 dated 
2l-'-lfi71 for import of Aromatic Chemicals. Natural 
Essential Oils and Resinoids. They have now applied 
for duplicate copy of Customs Purposes Copy and 
Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the above licence 
on the ground that the original of the above Customs 
Purposes Copy and Exchange Control Purposes Copy 
of the licence have been lost without having been re- 
gistered with any Customs Authorities and not utilised 
at all and that the duplicate copy of Customs Purposes 
Copy and Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the 
above licence now required is for the full value of 
licence Rs. 5,000/-. 

In support of the above contention, the applicant 
has filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the Original 
Customs Purposes Copy and Exchange Control Pur- 
nos— r 7 ■ v U’" above 1 lec ■’ r- = have been lost and 
direct that a duplicate copy of the Customs Purposes 
Copy and Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the 
above bc'nco shou'd bo issued to the applicant. The 
Original Customs Purnoses Copy and Exchange Con- 
trol Purposes copy of the above licence are hereby 
cancelled. 

[No, ITC/SSI/A.90/A.M.72/NP.] 
K. ,T AY ARAM AN, 

By. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

777" 17 7) r 7 1 ft, 19 72 

fWT : — TTsftT fto ftft/ 77 / 1 6761 98/5TR/it 7 fiTf/ 
40 / 777 / 33-34 fftrtr 21-9-1971 
. 'fTi gooo h-’, ftkritpT fftTiftt srfft ftftr 
77 fftftm ffft‘77 Tfft 7ft 7^ 777T I 

rrq-jftfo 14GT — 77 ffT '‘ft’fftTRT SPlTTfl 77ft, 
fto 84 fTTT-TTftif, 777*17-2 %t ^iPyd TraTTfftftf 
TITrTT 77^77 ftftf 5fT ^77^7 % 5TT7T7 % fftft 
TT 57717 7T777fto ftVvn’'T3761 98 / 577 /^ 7 / 177/40 
777133-34 fftdt.T 21-9-71 7717 f%qT 77T «7 I 5R 
Tiftfft TTT77 77%7 dft 717777 fftnftt Sffft klT 

T^T fftPT7T fftftTT 7p7 %Y RTPlpT % f77 OT7NT 7 77; 
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funr | % tit utHrueR %Rrut 5r% hr hst 

%%hh PutijGT srfcr %ut hthrur ^fa^rfuff it TirtRU 
rtr; fsrm hr %?fu huhr irit %ur m ni | hr h? 
fR m utHiucR %rtht 5i% w hit %%rh fwr 

\P 'O 

51% Rt HdfufWT Rt HTUUTRUT URHU % 'JR HUT 5000 
<To %" fUTT |f | 

UHHRT HR % HHHH *t HRRR ^ 1JR WT W ITfwU 
fRHT I I t HRJR: f % IWiI URHH Rt UtHRpR 
%R%t 51% HR HIT %%RH %%TU 51% Ut H§ | HR 
%Rf %T i % ^T# HUfuiW HFRR % URt Rt UT% 
urffij i urur urhh Rt hu utureuR %RTut h% 
HR HST %%HH %HUU 5T% tr^RT Tf % UTcft | I 

[hrtt Hit % ut/tRi irt urf/R 90/q tr. 72/iRr q%] 

%o UHKIHH, 
HU TO! %UHR HTUTcr-%U% I 

■o 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 16th November, 1971. 

Subject: Order cancelling Exchange Control purpose 
copy of Licence No. I/A/1011470/C/XX/ 
34/C/30,, dated nth February, efsz in con- 
nection with the issue of duplicate copy of 
same in terms of G LI No. 10/67, dated 23rd 
March, 1967. 

S.O. 1461. — The Controller of Stores, Calcutta 
Port Commissioners, Calcutta was granted licence No. 
I/A/101 1470/C/XX/34/C/30, dated 17th February. 
1970 for Rs. 67,228 for import of wireless equipment and 
spares under I.T.C. Ser : al No. 289-90/iv. He applied 
for duplicate copy of Exchange Control purposes of 
the said licence on the ground that the original of the 
same has been misolaced. It has been further stated 
that the original licence has been registered in the 
Calcutta Customs and full value has been fully utilis- 
ed. This recurred for the remittance of foreign ex- 
change purposes. 

In support of this cancellation the applicant has 
filed an affidavit to that effect that original exchange 
control copy of the licence has been misplaced. I am 
satisfied that the original Exchange Control copy of 
the licence No I/A/1011470/C/XX/34/C/30. dated 17th 
February. 1970 for Rs, 67,228 has been misplaced, and 
the duplicate cony of the same should be issued to 
the applicant^ Tire original copy of exchange control 
purposes of licence is cancelled. 

[No. 289-90-iv/14/69-70/Au-H (II ) .] 

T. T. LA, 

Dv. Chief Controller of Tmoor+s & Exports. 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports Exports. 

(%m-wr %tttf HTfrr?r-%#T tt rtu?uu) 

RURtTT, 16 RUdR 1971 

%UH. — URUUHSTT SUf ,%/ 1 01 1 470^%^/^ 
/34 /hV/ 30, %UTR 17-2-70 HIT %%UH 


%%TU, 51% % T ? RTTf HR % 'TU q-jf i 0/ 

6 7, %UTR 2 3- 3- 7 1 R SffiTTR U-.T! % Hnfufu 

5i% ur<t RRt rt hru i 

%-'o ?fR, 1461. — % RRiUT HiR %% 
RURUT 1% RfuRR, RURUT % HiHfo 
SUTUR fuUHU HR RRTf 289-00/4 R HURT 
UrUTyTH UTRTU HR RTU3 TUT +‘ HI HPT R %% 6 72 2 8 /- 
R% RT HTHR URHU HRTT Urf/tr/ 1 0 1 1 470/%/ 
RTH UTU/34/Ur/ 3 0, f%tTR 17-2-70 HURT %HT 
UUf HT I URT URUU Rt HTfU% H5T %%UH 

5f% %fif - -r HrerR <R HiUHH %Rf | % HU 
H5T %%HH 5f% H^HFffH ft Hf | 1 HTH Hf HTfUT HHT 
| %T HU URHH HUHUT HIH'I-UUF TTHfU^T U 'T%^fT 
TRHrHf HHT | HR UHH Jt HUT RT TR fUTT HHf 

| I %MV HST %%HH HHU THH % fU% HiHTHHUr 

TTT HR % UHUU H HIHHR H Hf HdTTr H'TH 

HU HTfuU fRHT | fR URHH RT HU HIT %%HH 
5T% HUTTHUT ft Hf | I f HfHR f fR URHH HUTT 
Hsf /tr/ 101147 O/Ht/tTRU ^H,/ 3 4-Ht/ 3 0, %%R 1 7-2- 
8 0 HUT 67228/- Rt HU HIT %fffH : T %TUR 5f% 
H/HFfTT fTHf | HR Hit HR R~T HTfufT 5f%U,UtRt U%T 
HrffH URHU Rf HU HIT %f'fHH fnHUH RiH HFRUT 
5r% y? Rt Ufdr | i 

[HRTT 289-90— 4 ; 14/69—70-q; H-3( 2)] 

a°to etc ur, 

%H5TR, H;HrH-fuT?H, 
RH H’RH H^T%%R, H,'-T,U-trR% I 


(Office of th e Dy. Asstt. Iron & Steel Controller) 
ORDER 

Madras , the 1st December 1971 


Subject: — Cancellation of Exchange Control and Cus- 
toms Clearance Purposes copies of licence 
Nos. P/S '85391 11/ C/XX/38/M/31-32/19/ 
516, P/S/85391 1 2/T/OR/38 /M/3 1-32/ 19/ 516 
and P/S/8539113/KR/ML/38/M/31-32/19/ 
516 all dated 7-1-71 for Prime C.H.C.A. 
Sheets below 5 , MM in thickness and Mild 
Steel Sheet Cuttings and Defectives in 
straight lengths or in coils excluding all 
Sheet Cuttings and Defective Sh°->ts for a 
value of Rs. 5000/- Rs. 2,500/- and Rs. 2,500 
respectively in favour of M/s. Crown Cast- 
ings Private Limited, B-49/1, and 2 Indus- 
trial Estate. Hyderabad-18. 




'-'HO UUCP 




inatnn'tnr 
Tc c 


t^t 


TTvd e t a h a d f 

t> 'C f OC. Of)] 1 1 . 


R-49/1&2, Industrial Estate. S 
wpre issued three lice^co-j v e: 

C / XX /33 /M/31 -3" / 1 9 /55 6 P 'S/. 0 5391 1 ? /T 'OR/381'1 
31-32 19/516 and P/S/853911 3/KP /MI /38/r. f.'3!-32/13/ 
516 all dated 7 ! h 1^71 fry* +x-r* por%/| Ar"r?i 

70 /March, 71 far iro^rt of Pr’p-ie C.H.C.A, Sh^eU 
below 5mm in thickness and Mild Steel Sheet Cuttings 
and defectives in straight lengths or in coils excluding 
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all Sheet Cuttings and detective sheets as per the policy 
for 70-71 lor a value of Its, 5000, Rs. 2500 and Ra, 2500 
respectively. The Arm have applied for duplicate 
copies of Exchange Control and Customs Purposes 
copies of the licences in question on the ground that 
the original Exchange Control and Customs Clearance 
copies have been lost. In support of this contention 
they have filed three Afildavlts to the effect that the 
said Exchange Control and Customs Clearance Purposes 
copies have been lost without having been Registered 
with any Customs Authority and not utilised at all. 

1 am satisfied that the Exchange Control copies and 
Customs Clearance Purpose copies of the import licences 
Nos. P/ S/85391 11 /C/XX/38/M/31-32/ 18/616, P/S/ 
85391 12 /T/OR/38/M/31-32/ 111/516 and P/S/8539113/ 
KR/ML/38/M/ 31-32/ 19/516 all dated 7th January, 1971 
have been lost and direct that duplicate Exchange Con- 
trol and Customs Purposes copies of the import licences 
should be Issued to this applicant. 

The original Exchange Control and Customs Clearance 
Purposes copies of the licences No. P/S/8539111/C/XX/ 
38/M 731-32/19/ 516, F/S/8539112/T/OR/38/M/31-32/ 
19/516 and P/S/8539113/R/ML/38/M/31-32/19/516 all 
dated 7th January, 1971 are hereby cancelled. 

[No. IMP/SM/L.III/29-30/516.] 
M. VTRARA GHAV AN , 

Dy. Chief Controller of 

Imports and Exports. 

(7TT RRTRRT ffiRRRT, vfl^T RRT $ETRT 4R 

r#r 


RJTTR, 1 1971 

faqq RTRR ddR-ERl RT“ fR“, 

#.49/l RRT 3 
i fev T -J lR- 1 8 TR R# # 'tfteR 

q#RR sfk 5 qR q*r 

spR rftert anr^ft rtsr #ognr°#°q“ 1 !fl'S'.ff 
sftr ## RTsnf R q*RRT# rrrt ?p»®f t 
RR ^Tlff K ftER % 'Wrdld f#? 

jfiqui: 5000 4°, 2500 4“ RRT 2500 17“ 
% faq RT# fsf# iTT RT$RR R4TT 

cft/qR/ 85391 ll/#/qW qW/38/qR 
31-32/19/516, #/qR/8539112/#/Rt 
WR/ 38^/3 1. 32119/516 RRT #/qR 
85 3911 3/% RlT/qR TT/ 30/Tff3/ 1. 32 
19/516R# frffir 7-1-71 # R3T 
fffRRR fRRRR HRT #RT7f*F fdT'l# wi 
?Rnff +1 T44 1 

1 TR 0 #0 1402 :— TpHtWT wfi®TSr*fa*, #49 
1 w 2, 7T37T, RRTcT R47, foriRTR 1 8 # Rfo 

1970-RPf 1971 TTRfa * faq 70-71 

qfr sffe r ^Frr ^R^ft # 5 

TRTR^TTRrW^^R^ 0 RTToTftoqoRteRtfT 
Tfrsfr RFRrf Jr ^rrt# «mr r4 jrttr * 

5 0004“, 25004“ RRT 2500 
5 0 % f-TT Rr^R RiTiq #iq*TI 8 S 39 1 1 U# <?W 
38/TTT/3V 32/19/316, fr/TR/*5 39 1 12/tfr/Rt W* 
38/T-T/3 1 . 32/19/5 1 8 RRT Rf/qR/ 8 5 391 1 3/% *Tt/ 

qRqR/38/qR/31. 32/ 1 9/5 1 « R# ft#* 7-1*1971 


I R fRRRTtftff RlfRRT # 

RlRISpR RTtf RR# R?T WTRR fRRRR Rfff# % jfRP 
4R RTHTT R7|RT4TR fR>RT £ f% RR #RT¥jR4 sfTW R'TRT 
^VR^fRfHRRfRRRNRlwRTRf | I RE#T 

E RvffR RtR ETR RR\R?]RRTr |R TfPjR fcr £ f% RRR 
RtRlRJRT RW RR# #T 1JST (rTrRR fRRRR RfRRT fRRT 
fRRft RtRTTfRfr aTfNTTfl % 9TR Rjfrjg- RTrRT^^ TflT fRRT 
RRRlR fRTq RT Rt f I 


4 trr r^c; rt^rr rrrt qfr/qR/ 8539111 /# 

RRR TRR/38/qR/31 . 32/19/516, #/qR/85391 1 2/ 
Rt/Rt/RP - / 3 8 iqR/ 3 1 , 3 2/ 1 9/ 5 1 6 RRT #/qR/ 85 3 91 13 
% RR/qRRR/ 38/qR/ 31— 32/l 9/ 516 R#fRRPP 7-1-71 
# RR RrRTRcRT RRRRfl# ijRT fRtRRR fRRRR srfRRTt 
Rt ff£ | RtT fR%R RRT ^ f# RTRRR RI RTRRR RTRTR 
RTfRRT # R^f#R #RTR?R? RtpfRR# ^5T fRfRRR 
fndR'Ji Rlciqi RT# # RT# I 


RT^R RSRTq Rt/qR/85 3911l/#/q4R q4RI38l 
qR/31. 32/19/516, #/qR/8539U2/# # RR/38/ 
TR/3 1—32/ 19/5 16 RRT Tt/qR/8539] 13 /rr/ 
TR RR/38/qR/3 1-32/ 19/5 16 R# ftRPf7 7-1-71 
# RR #RIRJ?Rr ^TTRRST# RtT JJ3T f##TR f## 0 ! RfRRT 
qRR/RWm 7R/R # RT# ^ I 

[RSRTRTf TR Rt/RR qR/qR-3/29 . 35/5 1 6] 

qRo #vtmrrr, 
RR RTT MRfT, RTRTR-fRRtR I 


Madras, the 11 th February, 1972. 

Subject: — Cancellation of licence bearng No. P/S/ 
1701623 (both Customs and Exchange ) 
dated 10 th August, 1971. 

S.O. 1463— M/s. Halima Industries, 39, Kandappu 
Chetty Street Madras, 1. were issued a licence bearing 
No. P/S/1701523/C/XX) 40) 31-32, dated 10th August, 
1971 for Rs, 2,500 for April/March, 1971 period for im- 
port of the items “Aromatic Chemicals and Natural 
Essential Oils. The firm have applied for issue of 
duplicate copies of both Customs and Exchange Con- 
trol copies of licences in question on the ground that 
<he original licences have been misplaced without 
having been utilised at all. In support of this con- 
tention, they have filed an affidavit. 

I am satisfied that both the Customs anfi Exchange 
Control copies of the original licences have been lost 
and duplicate of the eame may be issued to the firm. 

The original customs and exchange control copI«t 
of the licence* in queetion are hereby cancelled. 

[No. Agar/560/AM.71/SSI.I.] 

-i ifowB? iSSr'-SM 

15th January, 1971, 

cr» 1 tat m / s M S T.V. Ncethlmohsn and Company 

mHSs?'* ?rrs« 

ti rs. s;:^c a frm c s: c ^: 

u ?' u for issue of duplicate of the Exchange Control 
ropy of the ebove lieence in question on the ground 
[bet the originel Bxchenge Control Copy has keen lost 
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after partly utilising th« «am« for Ra. 10404. In 
support of thi* contention, t h*y bay* filed an affida- 
vit. 

I am satisfied that the Bxchang* Control Copy of 
the original licence has been logt und duplicate of 
the same be issued to the firm. 

The original Exchange Control Copy of the licence 
in question is hereby cancelled. 

[No. Agar/233/ AM.715SSI.I.] 
M. VIRARAGH AVAN , 

Dy. Chief Controller of Ifhp. & Exp. 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Bombay the 20 th December, 1971 

S.O. 1465.— Licences Nos. P/S/8023177 and P/S/ 
dU2317fa both dated 20th October, 1970 of the value of 
Rs. 5,000/- each for import of (1) Prime Quality 
MSCCA/HP Sheets of 1.6 mm and thinner (2) Prime 
Quality Spring Steel wire 0:254 mm and thinner 
were issued to M/s. Vasuki Engineering Works. 38/D. 
Industrial Estate, Rajkot-2, subject to the conditions 
that they would submit clarifications of the discre- 
pancy in the surnames of their partners shown in the 
application and I.V.C. Memo. 

2. Thereafter, a show cause notice No. 1/71/71/ 
I&S/Enf. dated 9th August, 1971 was issued asking 
them to show cause within 16 days as to why the said 
licences in their favour should not be cancelled on 
the ground that they have failed to fulfil thh said 
conditions of the licences in terms of Clause 9, sub 
clause (cc). 

3. The show cause notice addressed to M/s. Vasuki 
Engineering Works. Rajkot has been received back 
with the remark "Not claimed”. 

4. Having regard to what has been stated in the 
preceeding pargaraph, the undersigned is Satisfied 
that the licences In question should be cancelled or 
otherwise rendered ineffective. Therefore the under- 
signed in exercise of the powers vested In him under 
Clause 9 eub-clause (cc) of the Imports ' (Control! 
Order, 1955 hereby cancel the licences “os. P/57 
8023177 and P/S/8023178 both dated 20tfi October, 
1970 for Rs. 5,000/- each issued in favour of M/s. 
Vasuki Engineering Works, 38-D, Industrial Estate, 
Rajkot-2, 

[No. l/71/71/I&S/$q£J 
N. BANERJI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 

(fjijyq tJRR RTRTR ffifi ffi W ) 

Vl^«l 

RTRt, 20 fTfiJNT 1971 

C[Ro sfto 1465. — R## RTRTT Pi -u f'* ■* i R4R, 

38/#, Wli 2 # HT#! RTRRTR, 

8023177 tfk tJRo 8023178 ## 4R 
pifil T 20/ 10/l970 RT Sfk RRFF*4TT *J?R 5000 To 
RT, ^ ( 1 ) 1 . 6 foo #0 # Rk TfRTf RR# T[R <*R 


#0 snro #0 TTo #0 #0 Ifftez ( 2 ) 0.254 fro 

#0 % sfr sriTTR wrfR! ftRR rtrt % rtrtr ^ 

*r td % snfFr rt# ftrq rr f% % sttRrr rr trk 

RTW! R7R14IR RRWTR 3tTRR R STIRR R4fi RFlkr# 

% -dHq 1 qf Ptqdd 4R RTPftm 1 ! n'-^d 4k R I 

2. tR% rr R 4 T rttr Tfrrat fikR ro 1/71/71 srrf 

RRo/^Ri 9-8-1971, R? ysfi fR RT# 

f^RT RRT RT 15 fkft % Rf RfiTR RRRF) RT# 
f'ti^ RTJ RRR RTS[RR ^R M fUIT RT TtJ RRj ;f rr fTf[ 1% 
t HTH 9, RRRTCT (#oRfo ) % 5FJRTC RT^Nff rV RRR 
5TR 'JR R RRRiR Tf % I 

3. Rt# Rrg# *#fRRfxR r#, ttr+p; % rtr 
R*##tTR fRTRT RRT RTOTRRFRt Rtfet fRRT RRT” 

% RTR RTRR RTR ft RRT ^ I 

4. j#w TfsRT it rf«R Tr srir r art 

gtT RRTfTdrafr RRTtr | far fRRRRrtrfR RlTRRf TT 7t? 
RT fcj; R# Mrlftr RT 4RTRT RRRTfRR 4R far Rl# RtffT^ 
VfiftlU RTRTR (ffiRR^T) RTMll, 19 55 # RPT 9 RRETRT 
(# 0 #) % RRPfd RRRit RfR MftTTTTf “FT RtftR 477R 
tratfraRfrd r#># Rig# TsfrfRfkr r#, 38^#, 

fffifRRfTR WE-2 4iT RcRT 5000 To % f#r 
fRRt jjq shtirr rrrttt Rt/ 1 ^/ 8023177 #/ 

ttR/8023178 fRRTR 20-10-1970 Vt ^R 4dl < 1 
^ RHRT | I 

[Ro 1/71/71 Wlto'tR^o/lJpR:] 
(IRo RR# ; 

RR-^JW fRRRV, RTRTd-fRRtR I 

(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Import* and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 19th January 1972 

S.O. 1466*— M/s. Sikand Limited. Faridabad were 
granted import licence No. P/D/2184612 dated 30th 
July, 1971 from General Area for the import of spare 
parts for Rs. 58,850. They have requested for the 
issue of duplicate customs copy of the licence on the 
ground that the original custom copy have been lost 
by them. It. has been further reported by the licensee 
that the licence has been fully utilised. The licence 
was registered with Bombay Custom House, Bombay. 

In support of their contention, the applicant have 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
import licence No. P/D/2184612 dated 30th July, 1971 
(Custom copy) has been lost and directs that duplicate 
customs copy of the said licence should be issued to 
them- The original customs copy of the licence is car- 
celled. 

LlVo. NB/12.B/70.71/RM1, 3165,] 

A. K. SARKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller, 

for Chief Controller of Imports & Export*. 
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ere 

H$fWt 19 HEHTt 19 72 

STfTo 'T o 1466 — HEtft fERE fH°, T^tERR Tt 
hri^ e* r cr t h tth^ t ^rrqrrf % 5 8, 8 5 o t ° 
% frfr qTTTT HRHE E° I 846 1 2 f^ElT 

90-7-1971 sn?rr frEt eh *rr i HritfE 

T> fftTF^fT fETRlt TfT Tt iT^/oTfH TIT if 

tte % ie seer ht ei^ee fTHT % 

fT EH HtERJe^ fETRl EfE HE IT HT E 7 t I HTlitHElfr 
;tri e^ vf r j i ,t €r e '< \ FF Hiieh f r here e : e?h 

F f pJ'T TTfvTEr EET % I HREE EtEiWcT TIE THE, RE'/ 

it e'Rte tttet eec ht i 

REE EF F HERE E STREET TO EOT TEE EE ETfUH 
fTEf & I ffFT^FTrSTfr EE 5 - E fT SEETH HR #E E o 
qP/^7 2184612 fEETT 30-7-1971 ( ElEn^T fETTEf 

ePeI ht eet {* ihtt fator e-it s it eteet te Tt hee 

HHEE FT STEj'HfE TfPP Eft FT 41 I 

HR EH Eu EH EpEI'-^5T SfffT TEE Tt HRft | I 
(4 747 :-EE Ht / 1 2 /4t / 7 0— 7 1 / HR ft E. 1/3165] 


Eo To HTTR, 

HE W fEEHT, SHE IE fEETE 
Tit HR fEEHF, SEERT— fEEfH 1 

-. V5 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 25 th January, 1972. 

Subject: — Ord^r of cancellation of Customs purposes 
copy of licence No. P/S/1661709/C/XX/ 
39/R/31-32, dated 28th June, 1971, for 
ds. 6 . 07.5/- 'jnd half AM. efse issued in 
favour of M/s. Snanli Jnduslnes, Rajkot. 

8.0, I4G7. — M/s. Shanci Industries, Rajkot, was 
granted import licence No. P/S/16617O9/C/XX/30/R/ 
31-32 dated 26th August, 1971 lor Rs. 6,675/- for the 
import of Taper Roller Bearings, Copper Tub'es, Oil 
seals and Sodium Cyanide for the licensing period 
April/ March 71 from GCA. They have applied for 
duplicate copy of Customs purpose copy of the above 
mentioned licence on the ground that the original 
Customs purpose copy of the licence has been lost 
or misplaced. It is further stated that the original 
Customs purpose copy of the licence was not re- 
gistered with any Customs House and not utilised. 

2. In support of their contention, the applicant has 
tiled an affidavit on stumped paper duly attested be- 
fore Taluka Magistrate, Rajkot. I am satisfied that 
the original Customs purpose copy of licence No. 
P/S/m;Tr09/XX/28/R/31-32 dated 28lh June, 
1971 lias been lost or misplaced and direct that a 
duplicate Customs purpose copy ol licence should 


bo issued to the applicant. The original licence No. 
R/ 5/ 1 6(11709 dat:d 28th June. 1971 is cancelled. 

TNo. 2/72.] 

B. C. BANE.RJEE, 

D.y. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Export*. 

EE?E HRfHEHT: -ETHH-fTEiE TTHfHH 

5TTT1T 

TRf FEE ft 19 72 

fWJ.-EEsfr SnfET ?3T$tH ,TRTTH TT SWH ETE 71 % 
fEHrftE SP? EE % fair HTTf HE R 0 
Ht/(Rf /' 16 61/70 9 "fif n^y 3 sfaj/'< 31-32 

fEETT 28-6-71 EJR 6675 TT 

fWRft srfa Tt TT% TT ?1T^T I 

W>o 1 4 6 7-E*^ ITTpE TTETtE Tt ETEFE 

E7T E TtET fEEf^RT, rTRl FpE, eFf TftH EtT 
EtfEEE ETFET7T % ETETri T fRlJ : JTTE / EEftr ETE 

7 1 % frrq ETETT HTrTe EU qt/ir< r/ 1 6 6 1 / 1 7 0 9 /tit 17 ^ 
IRE/ 3 9 ER/' 31-32 fEEtT 28-8-1971 1J?E 6675 
F'o EETE fTET TIT ET I E^TE HREE Tf ETETE5T 

EfE Tl ST^fHfE T i~n\ IE EIHK <R ETtFT fw f % JJET 
TflERJcT srfE m Et I ET EWIEFE ft El | I E? Et Ec^ET 

fw EET | ir ElltE ’Tft 1JE tftET TpfT EfE fTfft TftETSRT 
TTElHE E Tf RR Eff TTff «ft «fR EETT EEEtE Eff f%EJ 
nr I 

2. EEE % E4EE E ETTTT E ETRTT EfET^E, 
TTETlf T ETEE fEfsiW ETWikd TETET T1W ET 1R7 
TEE EE TT%E fTET t I t TIRE fr ER#E E*> 'ft/^E/ 

16 6/170 9/Et/EEE IRE/ 3 8 l/STR/ 31-32 f^ETT 28-6-71 
EH EtETSfT ElR^tEftET EW1ER1 ^t Ef $ 
SET fETE RE \ t fT ETIEE Tt (EET 5RT EfE Tr tFjfclfE 
ETA4E M3 ETPt Tl' i,EEf ETfSE I ^jjT Hilt'E Ec E>/ee/ 
1661/ 1709 fEETT 28-6-71 T^E fTET ARE |l 

[ewt 2 / 72 J 

Et o Tffo EEhff , 

HE 1JTE fEEET, ETETE-fEEfE 
Uit TP-TtT EliE FeEET, s ETETE fd'UE I 

“-a ‘ 

(OfBce of the Chief Controller of 

Imports and Cyports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd February 1972 
S.O. 1468. — M/s.' Hindustan Steel Ltd. P.O. Hinco, 
Pair -tv f Bibar j, were granted an import No. G/A/ 
1045214/ C/XX/30/H/31-34/ML-II dated 16th April, 



Sec. 3(ii)] 
i 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 17, 1972/JYAISTHA 27, 1894 


2237 


1971 for Rs. 18,800/- for the import of Fecit electric 
calculators for Rs. 14,000/- and electric typewriters for 
Rs. 4800/- from General Currency Area. They have 
now requested for the issue of Duplicate Custom 
Clearance Permit only of the licence on the ground that 
the original licence (Customs Clearance Permit only) 
No.C/ A/ 1045214 dated 16th April 1971 has been mis- 
placed/lost by them. It has been further reported by 
the licensee that the licence (CCP only) was misplace- 
ed/lost without its being utilised at all. The said Cus- 
toms copy of the licence has not been registered with 
any Customs authority. 

In support of their contention the aplicant huve filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the ori- 
ginal Custom copy of the licence No. G/A/ 1045214 
dated 16th April, 1971 has been lost and directs that a 
duplicate copy of the said licence (custom clearance 
permit) should be isued to them. The original licence 
(CCP only) is cancelled. 

[No. F. 57/OM/ 70-71 /ML-II.1 
S. K. USMANI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 

for Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

(rrtif fact*?; wura faqfa rr vtufara) 

rs fs^r'r, 3 Tnopft, 1972 

1 4 6 8— Rit^ft 7cTl R fa°, M l 

THV (fa^T?) RFTRT TpT Iffa R 14,000 Ro % fatr 
*h(dc fd till 4800 % far/ dliM ITs/R 

% STTRTd % fair 18,800 Ro IPR RTRTR RTffaR Ro 
^/q/l045214/^/(TRRlTTO/39/trgr/3 1-32/RR tTSf-2 
f'lfilfii 16—4—71 foul RRT RT I Ruffa 

RT^R # WTjfafo #RR|W PlRTtTl RRfaj % fatT 

^R 5TTRTT RR f%RT ^ foi RR R 1 sel R ) *K°iei tf) 6 1 • l<jy<t> 
ffajfilft T?faE) Ro ^/r/ 10452 14 16-4-1971 

RR% fflTT oft RRT t/sfWIRfR ft RRT | I RT^RRlft JHT 
RRTRT RRT $ fa RlRPf (%RRT ?ffaT-T!pp 
RTfe) fadT RRRfa fa? $ RTRTRRT RRT RT/RTt RRT 
RT I RT#R R?t RRtJRR tflRIKJrif RTpt RTRRft STRt falft 

^ftrrr yiftruA- % rw r#w Rfr rtri$ Rf 1 1 

8 RR7JRR (fa % RRRR ir RTRRRi % d/R R3RRR ^T%R- 
faRT % I Wftfi^TTRRt RRJCE | fa RT^R R° ^fr/tr/ 
1045214 falfa 16-4-71 ^3^ ?ffaT5]RRRfaR*RRj> 
Mfd lift R^ ^ Rfo fddR ^RT ^ fa STfaSR Rt RR7JRR 
R?t IRjfafa (tffaT ERR fRRiIRt RTfRZ) SlfR RT^t ^ Rhft 
I 3jRT RU#r(%RR 1 ?ffaT SjyJp fRRipft RTfa^) 
four RTRT ^ I 

[RRRT 57/Rt tnr/7 0-7l/lXR-lTR-2] 

f[Ro ?f>o RWT*ft, 

RR PfRHRi, VWId-falfa, 
ffa *JW ffafaRT, RTRTR-fRR% I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi , the 3rd February , 1972. 

S.O. 1469. — M/s. Tribeni Tissues Ltd., 8, Middleton 
Street, Calcutta- 16 were granted an import licence 
No. P/C/2081578/S/KQ/35/B/29-30/KQWSp. Cell 
dated 23-6-1970 for Rs. 3,75 000/- (Three Lakhs and 
Seventy Five Thousand only). They have surrendered 
the licence to this office for cancellation as they are 
no longer interested in operating the same. 

2. I am accordingly satisfied that the Company doss 
not want to utilise the said licence. Therefore, in 
exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-Clause 0 
(cc) of the Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12- 
1955 as amended the 3aid original Customs Purposed/ 
Exchange Control Purposes Copy of Licence No. P/C/ 
2061578 dated 23-6-1970 issued to M/s. Tribeni Tissues 
Ltd., Calcutta-16 is hereby cancelled. 

[No. Spcl./T.3/KL.0/«0-7O.] 
S. R. MINOCHA, 

Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

(rrr fa***, srrom-faRfa *pt vurfuR) 

*rfair 

RtfeRt 3 RTRTft, 1972 

t[Rosffo 1469 — R+sft fRR IJ fi' fRo, 3 fRTRE'T 
R.-RW — 16, RTf 3, 7 5,00 o/— ^ (cftR RTRT 
RR^RT RRR RTR ) % fRd RTRTR RT^tftf RSRT : 

RT//ft/ 2061578/RR/% Pj/ 3 5 /rr/ 2 9- 3 0/% 68/ 

fRRR RR?ire, fRRlR' 23-6-1970 RRTR f%RT RRT RT I 
RfR> RT?^R R>t Mi<1 RfTRTRR R7RTT R^ ^R|rr 
RT^tR lit 7^ % fRT[ ?R RRRfRR RTf RRlRR 

RRfRRT^ I 

2. ffiFJRTC, ^ R^E f % RTCqRt RRff R T ^R'R W 
RRRpT RTUTT R^f RT^t I WfRt[ RRT RRtfifR, (fiqifl 
(pRlRR) 1955, flRTRl 7-12-1955 R?T RRSTUT 

9 (^M) ^ RRrT 'RfWTRf RR TOT TT R+ift 

flfo, RiR+nl — 16 RT^f f+'f) R^ RU{%R 

R«RT : 20615 7 8, fcdW 23-6-1970 

ifUrr VJRtf RRtdH/^3T-fRfdRR fRRRM RRtRR SffR RTT 
trffiTjm Tf f%RT RTRT \ I 

[RWT 3/%^^/ 6/ 6 9- 7 o] 

‘sflTTR fipftRT, 
R^RR IJ5R fdUblRl, R7RTR-fRR% I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 18 th March 1972 
S.O. 1470, — M/s. Patliputra Drinks Pvt. Ltd., New 
Delhi were granted an import licence No. P/C/ 
205Q454/A/SH/29/H/28/CG.III dated 13th December, 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 17, 1972/JVA1STHA 27, 1894 


[Part II— 


2258 


1988 for Rs. 5,14,900/- (Rupees Five Lakhs Fourteen 
Thousands and Nine Hundred only). They have 
applied for the issue of a duplicate copies for Cus- 
toms Purposes and Exchange Control Purposes, of 
the said licence on the ground that the original cus- 
toms purposes and exchange control copies have been 
lost/misplaced. It is further stated that the original 
customs purposes copy was not registered with any 
Customs House and both the Custom purpose* and 
Exchange Control purposes copies of the licence were 
not utilised at all. 


2. In support of this contention, the applicant has 
hied an affidavit and I am accordingly saisfled that 
the original custom purposes and exchange control 
purposes copies of the said licence have been lost. 
Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred under 
sub-clause 9 (cc) of the Import (Control) Order, 
1955 dated 7th December, 1985 as amended, the said 
original customs purposes and exchange control pur- 
poses copies of licence No. P/C/2050454/ A/&H/29/H/ 
28/CG-II1 dated 13th December, 1968 issued to M/s. 
Patliputra Drinks Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi are hereby 
cancelled. 


3. A duplicate customs purposes copy and a dupli- 
cate Exchange Control purposes copy of the said licence 
are benig issued separately to the licence. 


[No. 20/12/68-6D/CG.III/3226.J 


S. A. SESHAN, 

Dy. Chief Controller Of Imports and Exports. 


rfa ffayfr, 18 fifa, 1972 


TTflo Sfto 1470 — ^«fr TTEfaTH fj?TO *1° fa°, 
fa^fT Td 5,14,90 0 /— WI (ifa HlN '•ft?? 

dl tffaTd TIT ) % fritr Ip; WTier ThhT/ff/lfr/ 

2050454 /ir/TTff TT^r / 29 /t£*/28/# sft-3, falFF 
13—12—1968 TTFT fan Wr TT I Rftd 

dt inri'R fdTTdt fafa sffa T3T fafdTT fdddH Sffd 
•Ft SFjfafddt % fad HTHTT IT dTd’dd fan | [fa 
?fpTH!r W fddldt Tfa/Tfa d3T fafddU fhddH dfd NT df 
| jwq pipq- n£ f^l d 5 «ft HRfa fan ddT t fa 

irfal l famft STfd fddUdHF 5T7T TPUdd dfaffad dft 

fdTHft Tfd ddT fafdm 
fdJpTd dfd dfaf TT TTdTd fdPpi dgf fan WT *TT I 

2 . t d ffa % HdHd d TOT ^ T nfari fa"T I 

% 5fR d^dR d d^d ?Td Hdd HHdd dd IJH Hfal-TJMi 
fdTT#Tfaddt;HTTfdfd^ d||l HT: 

ddT ddtfdd dTdTd (fdddd) dTTH, 1955 
fddldi 7—12—1955 ddt TT-fiT/l 9 (dVdV) % dddd 
STdH dfddRi T?T ddtd TTd ft? dddt Tie Ft 4 -4 f>Td 
UTo fa°,T£fafaTdd^pd far dd riffa d ffan :Tl/dt/ 
2050454/^/^^/29/28^1^-3, falfa 13-12- 
1 9 6 8 T5l ddd tjd fanH/T fddddt dfd Ufa TFT fdfddd 
fdddd dfd OddSlH T% Tt HTd'l | l 

3 . dirdddirr Td ttt nfafa tFt dPrr/jcT srfa dd 
dir ttt fdfdnr fdddd srfd dd w d 


[do 26/ 1 2/63-6 9/dr^Tf[oin] 
t£do t£o 9fdd, 
TT-^radfdddT, WHd-fddTd I 

(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDIK 

Neio Delhi, the 3lst January 1972 
S.O. 1471. — The Chief Engineer lor Electricity, Tamil 
Nadu Electricity Board was granted licence No. G/A/ 
1043530 / C / XX/ 37 /H / 3 1 .32 daied 11-1:1-70 for import of 
spares for 33 KV and 22 KV Reyrole Oil Circuit 
Breaker from GCA. The Chief Engineer Tamil Nadu 
Electricity Board has reported that exchange control 
copy of the licence has been misplaced and he has 
requested to issue a duplicate copy of the same. 

In support of their contention that applicant has filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
Exchange Control copy of the licence has been lost 
and directs the duplicate eopj' of the said exchange 
control copy of the licence be issued. 

The original exchange control copy of tha licence 
has been cancelled. A duplicate copy of the same is 
being issued separately. 

[No. SG/242/70.71/PLS/B.] 
By Order, 
SARDUL SINGH, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
jor Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(sjytl fTTT-T, TflUirT) 

stpFh 

dt f^rft, 31 NTRPt, 1972 
*flo 1471, — f%^d, TTfaHTR 
fsrejcl TTt TT RFTFT ^31 IfiH H 33 % dTT 22 % dl 
TT1H ?ITTH RpR 1%^ % TiTH^ % WTTd % fHT 
HW Ho #/u/l043 530/HT/RT 7H/ 37/T7T/' 3 1— 
32\^PP 11-1 2-7 0 7RTT fW TTT «TT I WT 
d i ntvM tg fd^T Hit T % fa HRHH 

fsrfHTT fddHH Tfd HI A2 t HH THTt Fl Tfd 

Trrfr thT % f?rr hijhh Ftti | i 

snd HTi 41 'frdTT d ttttt d htt-th tiFth 
[tat I I 5TcfRHirHH | Pit T4 iJST fdfdHT 

fddHH 5lfd TTt Tt t 'RdH TTT t fa cIRHH Td d+1 
JJSl fdfaiRT fddHH Tfa Td TFjfafd Tfa oilCl Td 
I 

NRHH Td T5T fdldHT fdfaTH afd ^ TR df 
d 1 prdt m of/i T t Tfd ttt <■( ’•Trdt Tif ht ^ % i 
[dWT rrq- dt/’ 2 4 2 / 7 0-7 i/hY TTF/^faJ 

HldH H 

T4 ’{/• r fdTlT, NTTiT fadfa, 
n*d T/ i fafafa HI iTT-fddfiT 

(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

order 

New Delhi, the Ulih March, 1972. 

S.O, M/s. The Hindustan Times Ltd., New Delh 
were granted an import licence (Replacement liceno 
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without exchange cop/) No. P/T/3030fil 0/S/AN/40/ 
H/33-34 dated 1st July, 1071 lor IN. 15,0007- (Rupees 
fifteen thousand only) , They have applied for the 
issue of a duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the 
S’fid Icjence on the ground that the origffml Customs 
Purposes copy has been lost/mispl aeecl . It is further 
staled Ih d the original Customs Purposes copy was 
nol registered with any Customs authorities. It was 
utilis'd lie NTb arid the balance available on it was 
Rs. 15,000/- (Rupees fiteen thousand only*). 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit along with a certificate from Notary 
Public Union Territory. Tlclbi. I am accordingly 
satisfied that the original Customs Puroses copy of 
the said licence has been lost. Therefore in exercise 
of the powers conferred under Sub-el. a. 'se 0 (cc) of 
the Imnorts (Control) Order, 15)55 dated 7th Decem- 
ber, 1955 as amended the sold orgiinal Customs Pur- 
noses copy of licence (.Replacement licence without 
Exchange cony) No. P/T/3030810/S/AN/40/H/33-34 
dated 1st July, 1071 issued to M/s, Hindustan Times 
I, Id,, New Delhi is hereby cancelled, 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes (Replacement 
hence) copy of the said licence is being issued sepl- 
>tely to the licences: 

fNo 18/11 3-V/67-88/NPCIA1 
Sakdul Singh, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Tmpts. &' Expts. 

(*T?«trfR*fR«F, RTRTfi fRRfa 'FT *FTR I THTT) 

Rffofift 18 RT# 1972 

TJRoRto 1 4 72.-R# , #V ft: 2TSTR foo , Rf 

spt 1500 ERR ( TRIR iTRTT RTH ) * % fRR RT Vldld ' 
RTSRfR ’ (Trffi^i/T HTTfi'R R3Tfd(dfid PldvWfRftr #rf#RT)' 
tfW; it/mf / 3 03 0 8 1 o/RRo /RR(40RR/ 3 3- 3 4, 'fortT 
i-7-7isp(tfif'FtrrtRrr 5 TT ■ 4 ^ brr<his/¥r sfV rr- 
ftffr if) fifiJE-T RRtRR % RfR fHR'SRRTirTTTT ’4 iRCR 
fSpiIT % fa RH Rl m ( wp-i RtfDTR fiffi W t Rf ft / VERM4R 
, jjt Rf t 1 RT# RR RRTRT RRT n Pfi RH RtRPT[RF RRtRR RfrT 
rVRT'kiW RTfRTTTt % RTR RR\?1R R^V TTT§ Rf «fV 
^TRFT R; T5 Rt BRRtR Ri^f fTRT RRT RT R*fa: ^R IT RRH^R 
S?R ETfiTTfu 1 5 00 0 FRET ( fiRf EPF rtr ) t I 

2. ^R fitfi % RR^ 3 ' Sr R IdbT % RiT#t 
R pjcp- mp % RTR RT WRR-RR frRT & I 

rrrrjt, it RRRT ^ f*F RTR RTTRR Tt RH RtRTH'T 
yqHdVfd Nt Re S' 1 5 TRfRR RRT RRtfirR, RTRTR 7 
(ffiRRH) RT#N, 1955 fRRTT 7- 1 2- 1 9 5 5 ^Vr-RTTT 
g %5Rfpr T RTR RfHTTTf TT RTtR TT R#rY 

fffiTRHR EURR fR° R^ foccft Tt vjii ht f%R RiT RTS- 
RR (RfR 'Tfd RTTRR R3T f#fRRR Pldd'if RfR % fRRT ) 
RRRT : fr/RTt / 3 0 3 0 8 1 o/rRhr/ 4 o/rr/ 3 3-34, f^RTT 
1—7—7 1 rflRTRrT: fifiKTH Rffi R?f up4 5TT1 T© fTRT 
31TRT % I 


3. RreRRRlTr Tt RTR RTSRR TJ RT Rfifuffi TftRT- 
RRlRR (Rfd^fR RT^RR) Rfd RRR R Rlfl RT Tift 
% I 

[Ro lg/ll 5/5/ 67—68/^ 1 -it] 

RT^T fRf, 
RR-RfiR ffiRRTT, RTRlR-fRETfR I 


(Office of tire Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi , the 2nd March J972 

S.O. 1473.-— M/s. Indian National Scientific Docu- 
m entatlon Central, New Delhi were granted an import 
licence No. G/A/1042208/R/NE/35/H30-31/rLS, dated 
7th July, 1970 fo r Rs. 27,500 (Rupees twenty seven thou- 
sand and five hundred only). They applied for the Issue ctf 
duplicate Customs Purposes /copy of the said licence 
on the ground that the original Customs Purpoaea/copy 
has been lost /misplaced. It is further stated that the 
original Customs Purposes/Copy was registered with 
the Customs authorities at Bombay and was not utilised 
for any amount. 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the 
original Customs Purposes/copy of the said licence 
has been lost. Therefore. In exercise of the power con- 
ferred under Sub-clause 9(ce) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7th December. 1955 as amended, the 
said original Customs : Purposes/Copy of Licence No. G/ 
A/ 1042203 /R/NE/35/H/ 30-31 /ILS, dated 7th July, 
1970 Issued to M/s. Indian National Scientific Docu- 
mentation Centre, New Delhi is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes/copy of the said 
licence Is being issued separately to the licensee. 

[No. I-24/Instt/AM-71/ILS/4236.] 
K. N. KAPOOR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

TfWT fRifuDF, iRTR^-fRRfa *T *TR?HR 
RT^fl 

Rf fo?# 2 RE#, 1972 

RR° Rt° 14 73 — R#«ft ^f«RR RT*fefTPF 

HfcT, Rf faTSft R?T 27, 500 *0 (RRITH TTRTT 
RET RV fio RTW) % fRR RTRTR f RTHRR #0 ^ft/R/ 
104220 s/RTT/i^R f/35/RR/ 30—31 /RTb RR ITR fTfilR* 
7-7-70 RRTR fert RRT^RT I RW 

iftRfiRRF fRRRTfr RfR ^ RRpHrfiT TT# % ftfit ^R 

■o R 

RTWTT, fiT RT#RR f%RT S; RTRTRPF fd'Afifl R^T 

iff ijf f I^TERTRHT Rt Rt I I RRt tft - PfRT RRT | 
pfllg tftRTSpt, fRFPfr RfR rflRrK|c+ RTfWRt RERf ?T 

RRVfiT R# «fV rVt rrrr Rqtffir 1%rfr Tfr RRUfti % 

f RR q-fff f%RT RRT RT I 

Tr’r^ % RR#R RTRRRT % fi/F HIRR-W RrfRTR fW 
| T | RRRRTR, ^RR?« ? % R'ET RT^R #VRRpRfi 
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srfHut nf $ 1 hh: hht HHtfHH, hthth (feRro) 

*TT%W, 1955ferfe 7-12-1955 FT STTTT 9 ((fttfV) 
% «RFf?T TTH nfiTOKf TT TTFT sp?^ ffiT jfe-Jt ffeqH 
^ihh HT^ftfer fthhhtsih 3ft, h^ fe^ft fthT feu 
Ht£ Hfe^H Ho 5ft/lf/l042208/?rn:/tTH $/3 s/ht/ 3 o- 
3 1 *rr£ <TH ITH ferfe 1-7-70 ^ F^fH JjjH iftHTSpF 
fHHTRft Tfe J^rSIRT T? =fe HFfr & I 

3. TO HfeHH iffafePF fTOITff Hfe ^ nFfafe 
Hi IHHSmft «F> STTOT § HTff ^ FT Tift | I 

[HOT! l-24/^'F3/u rrrr 7 1 /tjT^ UH TH/4236] 

%o tr?ro ^T, FT JJ®T fHUHT, srTURT-fHHfa I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, ihe 18th March, 1972. 

8.0. 1474, — M/a. Rajdlola Corporation Najafgarh 
Road, Industrial Area, New Delhl-15 were granted 
Import Licence P/D/3171854/C/XX/32/H/29.30/ 
Radio dated 30th September, 1909 under G. C, A. for 
import of Raw Materials/Comporients for the maftu- 
facture of Radio Receivers valued at Rs. 5,000-only. 

2. They have requested for the issue of duplicate 
Exchange Control purposes copy of the above said 
licence on the ground that the original Exchange 
Control Purposes Copy has been lost or misplaced by 
them. It has been further reported by the licencee 
that the licence had an unutilised balance of Rs. 528/ 
only. The licence was registered with Foreign Post 
Office, New Delhi. 

3. In support of their contention, the applicant* 
have filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied 
that the original Exchange Control Purposes Copy 
of Import Licence No. P/D/2 171 f)54/C/XX7da ted 30fh 
September, 1969 has been lost or misplaced and 
directs that a Duplicate Exchange Control Purpose! 
Copy of the said licence should be issued to the appli- 
cant. The original Exchange Control Purposes Copy 
hereby cancelled. 

4. The Duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy 
of the licence is being issued separately. 

[No. Radio/11 (l)/69-70/RM.II.I 
G. D. Bahl, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Export. 

For Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 

f>mwc, mtrm-pTHfa *t vrofaH) 

15 HI# 1172 

l»Ho 1474. — H* “sfr ^feHtHT ^THTtrTT, 18^ 

UHTUT 7fe, uffer, h£ ffeHt - 1 5 TT) VtuT 

%feHfe % fHTT HTH/HTdHt % HTHTF % 
FTFPH *J5T Spuf H 5000H° U^ m’niu 

Ho tf/^/2171854/Hr/qHHq*H/3 2/7H2 9-30 
Tf^ft fedfe 3 0-9-69 UFTH fw HHT HI I 

2. Ffefe HTH4T HT?% Ft HJTT ft fdHfi fefeF Ffe 
JffY HHfHfH Hfet 517HTT FT feHT 

^ fe JJH HSI fefHFH Pt4<a'J| hRI FH?t ?Ft ^ FT FFTT- 

FFT?t H5; & ) <n^fifctiO HPT Ff ift ^[HHT ^t Hf t 


HTCHHFT 5 2 8 r ' o *FT FWTF ^THT Hfet HT I HTSHH 
fa^TT-FTT ^IHtHH Hf fe^ft H FHtfTH TTTHT HUT «TT I 

3. 5JTH HT % UUUH H FTFTTrT uJuT HH*LFF TrfeH 

fTHT I fHTO^HTSSTlt H^^T t HTHTH HT$HH H 0 fljtlj 
2171854/Ht/tpH ffW 3 0-9-69 # ^ fH- 

fHHH fdWvr HfH % HT HTHTHTH ft | sflT fH^fl 
?CII ^ f^i ^HH?t WT 5V ^t Hi Cl qtt Hl r ft Hlf? 1 / I 

JJH JJTT fHfdHH fHHHH HfH Tf ^ HFft | I 

4. Ht^fH ^ WHHH fHHWH arfd »Ht 
*THH ?T HTCt ^ft HT Tft ^ I 

[ifo ^ffHt/l l( 1 )/6 9-70/511^0^0-2] 
3rVo ftj HfH, FT F.?7 fTHH*F, HTTTiT-fHHtH, 
; fH HJ5T fHTHT, itTITTH-fTHiH I 


(Office of the I>y. Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th April, 1972 

S.O. 1475.— M/s. Marshall Sons & Co. (Mfg.) Ltd. 
Madras were granted an import licence No. P/D/ 
2175597/C/XX/37/H/31-32, dated 10th November 1970 
for import of Raw materials/Components worth 
Rs. 25,000/- under Free Resource. They have now re- 
quested this office to issue Duplicate Custom Copy of 
the said licence on the ground that original has been 
lost without having been registered at any Port & 
utilised at all. They have furnished necessary affida- 
vit as per I.T.C. Rules in support of their request. 

2. The undersigned is satisfied that original Custom 
Copy of Import Licence No. F/D/2175507/C/XX/37/ 
H/31-82, dated 10th November, 1970 has been lost and 
directs that a duplicate copy of the same may be 
Issued. The original Custom Copy of the above licence 
is hereby cancelled. 

[No. Mach-M-7(2) AM70/RM4.] 
G. D. BAHL, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(H«H THTH-fHUfH VT 

HifWr, 10 1972 

ft[H 0 sfto 147 5- — FIFTH >n-s (*^1° ) 

fHo, 25,000 <34^ % f'-l 'l ^75% HTH % 

HTHTH % iTOT HTPF FfEff % HHPfa HTHTH HT^fH 
cf)-/^/2175597/Ht/HWHW/37/TEq/31-32, fHHTO 
10-11-70 HHTH fW HHT HT I HH FHflft W TTHWh 
FHJ faH HTF^iH H 1 1JJF4T ulci % fHT7 

^H WTSITT TT ’JN^n felT HTC^H' 

^7T1T fHHT ?ITHtH FTTlT HHT ^ I 

% HH^H Sf Fnfft H7HFT 5TTTTT fHHHM 
fdHH“f ^ IFJHTT ’HTHJT+ FHH-TH THyd fen | I 

2. WlfHTHfTfV H^F I fe HT5HH HWT 'ft/sfV/ 
217 5 597/lfV /l^HH r^H/37/FH/3 1-3 2, ferfe 10-11-70 
iftin mIci ’U * 1 ^ ^ I ^ fdV 

FHH^ 5lfH FTfr FFT I FHqHH 1 iS.uF Hfe 

HH 'hI n 1 HfH T? HTHt ^ I 

[HHHT HHfe-HH-7( 2 ) /nr^- 7 o/nmnT- 4 ] 
Fto flo HfW, FT-HFH fHH nTHTH-fHHfH I 
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(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th April, 1972 

S.O. 147 fl.- — M/s. Sumany Pilkinglon’s Eld 2-We!les- 
Icy Place, Calcutta-1 were granted Import licence No. 
P/C/2021211/S/KE/22/H/29-30, dated 4th November 
1909 for Rs. 10.29,690/". They have applied on 11th 
February 1972 for issue of duplicate import licence 
(Custom Purposes copy only) on the ground that the 
original Import licence (Custom Purposes copy only) 
has been lost after Registering with the Collector of 
Customs, Calcutta and utilising partly for a c.i.f. 
value of Rs. 14,99,532/-, leaving an unutilised balance 
of Rs. 1,30,164/-, 

2. In support of their request the applicants have 
died an affidavit duly sworn in before Oath Commis- 
sioner, Delhi. The applicants have also furnished 
letter No. S24(M/P) -3/72A, dated 17th January 1972 
in original from the Assistant Collector of Customs 
for Appraisement (Machy. I) , Customs House, Cal- 
cutta certifying unutilised amount as Rs. 1,30,164/- 
against aforesaid licence (Custom Purposes copy). I 
am accordingly satisfied that the original licence has 
been lost. Therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred on me under sub-clause 9(cc) of the Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th December 1955 as 
amended, the sad original licence No, P/C/2061211/ 
S/KK/33/H/29-30, dated 4th November 1969 (Customs 
Purposes copy only) issued to said M/s. Somany Pil- 
kington’s Ltd., is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate of the said licence (Custom Purposes 
copy only) for an unutilised value of Rs. 1,30,164/- is 
being issued separately. 

[No. CG.IV/33 (18) /6S-69.3 
H. D. Gotta, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports A- Exports. 

fiRRcr — ismnd-fRtT'fcr rt r^rr rtr^ 

rpTr 


fo-'-D , 4 tt'X’A , 1972 

RR'tffo 147 fi.-R’f’Sff RfRfiff, ft f^'fidR fRo 2-#%RRf 
<%*r, <Ft 16,25,696 % fRR t R r U TR 

RTS^R Ro ^ft/206121l/RR/% %/33/RR/29. 3ol 
fiPTfri 4-11-69 RRTK felT RRT RT I RRf’fif fRRTR^ 

11 - 2-72 R?r rtrtr RT$3fa (%rr 

Sfftr) 'SPjRffM RTff % fRR RR RTSTIY RR 
W^RR f%RT ^ RR RTRTR RTR*fR (%RR TffRTR£R7 
ftRrrcft R%) TftRTCpp RRT^frf, RtRRRTT % RRffT^ 
RRPf % RTR Rk 14,95,532 Ro % RTRR-sjfRT-RTTT 
IJFR ART RRRtR RTRT % RTR, 1,30,164 Ro fRRT 
TRiflR %R RR Tjif |R rT rrt & | 

2. RR^ 1 STTRRR % RR«fR if RUj-fR/ % RRR 
fRRjft % RTRA WipTR RRR rr rrr 

RR RlfRR f%RT t I RIRdRVt % R^RRT RfRTTpRT R R TR j f, 
1J5RPPR (HVOn -Ct) , iftRTRfFF RTR^RR, RTRRTRT ^ RR 
RRTfRrf RvRp |R f% RWRR (%RR 

pppft Rfd) % RfR 1 , 30,164 Ro # RRTiftr «pt 


RRRiR 'PRRT 7[R|, ffiP RR Ro RR 24(RR/'fr) / 3- 7 2R 
feRFfi 17-1-72 nfr 1JR RR K 3PJA fW £ I fPpjRTR 
R RfRR | ftp JJR RTfffR fift RRT f l RR: RRT RRtfflR' 
RTR1R (ffiRRR) RTRR, 19 5 5 R?Y RRffPT 9 (Tfftft) 
% RRFTR RRR RfijRRTT RT RRtR “FRf JR Ptd R’f’Sft 
RTRTRt PlWdlC.'R fRo ^fr s»t | -0 fRR RR RRR 1JR 
RT^RR Ro Rt/Rt/ 206 1 2 1 l/RR/% %/ 3 3/RK/ 29-30 
fcrtRT 4-11-69 (%RR iflRTTpY fa"-Gtft Rfo) RFt 
RffifCTTl fw RTRT £ I 

3. fRRT RRRtR fRlR RR RR IJRT 1,30,164 Ro 
% fRR RRR RT^RR (%RR lflorKl[RP fffiFRft RfR) 
RR;fRfR RRR t Rrft ^ RT | I 

[RRRT: RT-^t-4/33( 18)/68-69] 

RRo rfto *JRTT, 

RR IJRR fdRRRi, 'HlRfR-IhR^h I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th April, 1972 

S.O. 1477. — M/s. The Alkali and Chemical Corpora- 
tion of India Ltd., P.O. Rishra were granted licence 
No. P/D/2184556, dated 22nd July, 1971 from Wart 
Germany for import of spares valued Rs. 2,00,000/-. 
They have requested for issue of duplicate Custom 
copy of the said licence on the ground that the original 
copy of the licence has been lost without utilising it. 
The licence has not been registered with any customs. 

2. In support of their contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that 
the original Custom copy of licence No. P/D/2184550, 
dated 22nd July 1971 has been lost and directs that 
duplicate copy of the licence in question should be 
issued to them. The original copy is cancelled. 

3. The duplicate Custom copy of the licence is being 
issued separately. 

[No. Ch/A-23(1) /A.M.72/R.M.3/46] 
J. SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

RRRR RRR fffiTRT, RTRTR— ffiR% RR R'lfifHR 

Rt fRRft, lOR^R, 1972 

RRoSTfo 1 4 77.— ftf W r-ti trff R3T %fRRwT Rffiffo fife, 
RTTR, Rto RTfffiR fWU RTt RffRR ^ Rwf 

% RTRIR % fRR 2,00,000 R° ^ fRR RT^R Ro 
c ff/*i/21 84556, fRRTRi 22-7-71 RR1R f%RT RRT RT I 
RRffif RRR RTR^R ^ RRMt RtRT7[cRT Rfd % fRR 
^R RTtfTT RR RTRRR f%RT S f^T fRRT RRRtfi f%R {jt 
RT^RR Rtf RR Mfd Rf R 1 ^ ^ I RT5JRR Rif fqiqi 
(ffmi)^; RRRfRR ^ RRfffi R^f RTRIRT RRT § I 
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Tg 1971 # ttttV t 31 fMr tt rtti 

g$ TTlft TEEft I 


2- TFPT TT % TTT-T T stMti T fiTT WET TT TT%T 
fW | I NTt^ETTW T^E % Tl^TI T° 'ft'/ 
$t/ 2184556, feTEF 22-7-71 # JjE Tfr 

Nt V t Nk Me Vr £ fr femfEr tt^t # 
srjfrfr trfr tT wifr snrt ttIV i tn srfr 
Tit 7 ^ frrr eftt % 1 

3 . witte # spjfrfT wfr ttt t wrff wt 

[T° J-H-lTW/fT- 23(1) /T-tttt o 7 2/wK rpr o 3/46] 

W° 5EPT, 

WT 1JTT fWTWW, NTTET-fTTfa I 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 18 th February,, 1072 

S.O. 1478.- — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majoriiy o£ the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Sarvalle (India) Private Limited, ‘Corinthian’ 
B-5, First floor 17 Arthur Bunder Road, Colaba, 
Bombay-5 have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1052 (10 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come mtn 
force on the thirty first day of January, 1971, 

[No, S. 35017/6E/71-PF II. j| 

nt srk gwrfw wwrwr 

NT wk TtWTPC fTTTT 
18TWWft, 1972 

Hilo N(o 14 78: — TT: Tf+'l < Tt T? Tfftw 

| ttwt (ffen) srrV fwfwtr 'sfrtfkr- 

fTTET' ff-5, wr TWIT, 17, TT-k TTT wTw, TtWIWT, 
W^-5 TTRW TTTTT ft TPTO MkV Nk W tf WTfT Tl' 
Tft TiJTW FT TEC TT TfSTT gf Tf > % W#TKt Tf^T 
Ml ?fk fTPT 3ET Mt MiMt 1952 ( 1952 Wl 
19) WTTWr -3W (W Wt TFT Pb^ WT^ y if/id ; ! 

NT: NT, TTT nMtTT NTH 1 Wt'wTTKT ( 4) 

stw t?w wfrwrf wr sett writ V tttttt ttt 

WftrfWJT % TWT TET T7FFT Tt "TTTTW WPT YTTl 

& I 


[To PT1-35017( 65)/71-'fto tr-fio 2 ] 

S.O. 1479. — -Whereas It appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that tile emplo'. or a., I me mH/v.ny ui die 
employees in relation lo the -..-I 'bli.'ihment, iiilowa as 
Messrs Pushpaka Aviation Private Limited, Sadhana 
Rayon House, Dr. Daria Bhuy lVauroji Roail. L^mbay-l, 
including its branch at 103, Defence Officers Colony 
Nandan Bakkan, St. Thomas Mount, Mari'- is-1 G, have 
provisions of the Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Art, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deomeri to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of March, 1071. 

[No. S.35017/G7/71/PF-II.J 

VTo *rr° 14 7- ,- — PIT: Vfk TWER WT Tf[ icftcr 
StTT f, fr: font TT7 Tf=.T" fwfTTP TTETTF 

Vt STTT WTo ^KT TTf dl ■‘ I 4) Tk, T^wf-l TTl 'H-l 1^1 
WITH- 103, f^T M if'hfWT dTTpfl', TTWTTWT, 

NTTT TTWT TWIW- 1 6 TTTW DTPPT % TTWW fTTtTTT 
'FTWTfvTT Tfr dtJTTWT TT NTT T 7 " TTTfTT Zt nf ^ fw 
^TWTff Tfwrar frfff t’w fwer ifur Mu nMttt, 
1952 ( 1952 V 19) ^ wrm WTT PTTTT 'w?T WT^ fWT 

m:, NT Tfl nMMt spV 9TO 1 # WTOTW ( 4) 
3TO TTW twfwri wr /wwrw ''wTw?r ' > Vr' ^iffT''wcfnT wet 
nMtttWhttt twet"* wet 

NfsrgWTT 1971 % TTW % 31^ fV Vf 

|f Tnfr weM 1 

[To (TT-35017(67)/71-'fto pWo 2] 

New Delhi , the 3rd March 1972 

S.O. 1480. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that India Star Diamond Factory was situated 
in Bardoli area which was a sparse area (that is, an 
area whoso insurable population was less than 500) in 
the district of Surat in the State of Gujarat; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sourse 
area the aforesaid factory was granted examption from 
the payment of the employers’ special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the pro- 
visions of Chapter V of the Act in thef urea by the 
Central Government In the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) No. S.O. 885, dated the 8th March, 1967; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Bardoli area in the 
district of Surat in the State of Gujarat has row ex- 
ceeded 500, and It is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore In exercise of the powers conferred 
bv section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 4rt. 
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1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification., namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification against 
Serial No. 10, the entry “Bardoli” in column 3 and the 
corresponding entry in column ^ shall be omitted. 

[No. F. S-38018(4)/71-HI(Part I).] 


makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, hereby: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification against 
Serial No. 2 the entry “Tezpur” in column (3) 
and the corresponding entry in column (4) 
shall be omitted. 

[F. No. S-38018(7)/71-HI.| 


df fdc#, 3 did, 1972 


cffto di° 148 0 . — tot; %#d trtot to df ddTtiR 
ft ddl ddd ifddT TdR sIW? W#, «Rdt# TOT 
if f?dd TOjTfkRRR TOR % ^TO fd% d f#TOU g# dTTO# 
TO Hd (ddfc qdT fad# #dT #kd dTTOdV 500 #|TOT 

sft) to; 

dk, TOT: Yd# fakl ft dRldf % TOT # ddffaf# 
% dTSTR TO##TTO TOR # YTOTOR TOW# #, dTTO 
dYTOR % ddg# dd, TTTOTR dk JdTOTd ddTdd (dd 
dk TRRR fadR) # dfErgdFTr do TOo dTo 88 5 
dkfa 8 dT# 1967 SRI TORT1# IM TOtdT dfErfdddj 
1948 ( 1948 TO 34) # TOTO 73d % dET# f##TO?T % 
fadd dfdTOTO % dTOTO #ddCR%faTTSar##-«rtoJdcPF 

k * !t _ «* t Jl ® M M 

fa Yd dfETfddd % dSTOd 5 % 1WET Yd TOT # SRfdd 

d^lr # to#; 

dk, TOT: #s#d TOR TO dg ddTETR # TOTO | fa 
TORR TOR % fTO fa% d TO## TOT # #dT #R 
dRT# dd 500 # df df dk df dd fad# gf dR# 
dd dd d£l 

dd:, dd TOTTO# TOR #dl dfElfadd, 1948 (1948 
TO 34) # dRf 73-d SRT ddd drfdddf TO ddfa dR# 
gtr #?fa dTORR ^dddTCr Ydd dfEP^ddl d dk did 
fkdfdfdd d#ER TOC# |, ddTd : — 

ddd dfapdT # dd^j# # fad 3 # TOT 
lf®R 1 0 % did# “dddtdt” dfaf# dk fad 4 # # 
srfaffa HR TOC # TO## I 

[ddo do lTd-3018(4)/7H?ddk] 


1481— Whereas the Central Government was 
« fished that 1 State Electric. Supply Power House was 
situated in TtizP ur area which was a sparse are (that 
situaxen ^ 0g6 insura b le population was less than 

500 ) in the district of Darrang in the State of Assam. 

\-r>d whsiei»s by virtue of its location in a sparse 
••^f^fhe a fo’«aid factory was granted exemption from 
•w oayment of the employer’s special contribution 
^der section 73F 0 f the Employees’ State Insurance 
S 7 .| 1948 d 34 of 1948) until enforcement of the provi- 
sions of Chaper V of the said Act in that area by the 
Central Govenment in the notification of the Govern- 
mciu of bull, in iho late Ministry of Labour and 
E-np-oymciit -Jo. S.O. 2546, dated the 1st August, 3962. 

\nd wheras the Central' Government is satisfied 
tha + ’♦’he insusble population of the Tezpur area m the 
district of Dvrang in the State of Assam has now 
exceeded fi 00 and it is no longer a sparse area, 

Mnw then ore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
f l; 0 n 7^ of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
19 4 f (34 t 1948) the Central Government hereby 


^To 5Bo 1481. — dd: d<3>K dd TOTTETR' 

|T ddT dl % Rd TOHTf dldT TTTO, dddd! STd 

t ^dk dT ## 5ITOT TRd % dkd fd% ^ fdldt ff TOdT#t 
dT (ddfd ^TT Sdd fdd# TOdTdt 500 ?T dt) 
dl; 


dk, dd: Yd# fddrfr ft dTdkr ddkdfd 

% ?rraK d T kkd dddK #■ Yddro dR^R #, toto 
d<+R % dd^d dd dk TtdTR ddTHd # dfST^ddl 
do Too Too 2546 did# 1 SRTO, 1962 SRI d'ddl# 
dRd dtdT dfETfddd, 1948 ( 1948 TO 34) # ETRT 
7 d % ddk fddtddl % fd#R dfddR % ddR % dd cR 
%fdh[®Y##dIddddlf#IYe' dfdfddd % dSdR 5 % 
YdSFET Yd d ddffid dff |T TO#; 

dk, dd: #Std dYTOY TO df ddlEdd ft ddT | 
ddd toto % dkd fro# d #tdT dkd dRTdt 

dd 500 # dY df I, dk df dd fd^kt dRRI TO STd 
d# I; 

dd:, dd TOTdRt TRd dtdl dfdfddd, 1948 (1948 
TO 34) # dRl 73d SRT ddd ^ifTOd# TO ddtd TOC# 
|IT %rfR CRTOY ttddlRT Ydd dfdgTOTT # dk dTd 
fdrdkffkd CkftEfd dR#t ddk : — 

YTO dfST^ddT # dd^Rt # TOd 3 # TOT 
d©TT 2 #1 did# “#^5^” dfdfR dk TOd 4 # # 
YCdTRt dfdfe HR dR dt TO## I 

[TOo #0 5[d-380l8(7)/7/-q : ddTf] 


S.O. 1482. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that, 

1. p,. M. Shan Saw Mill, 

2. Ashoka Saw Mill, 

3. Bishwakarma Saw Mill; 

were situated in Tezpur area which was a sparse area 
(that is, an area whose insurable population was less 
than 500) in the district of Darrang in the State of 
Assam. 


And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of tlie Employees’ State Insur- 
ance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provision’s of Chapter V of the said Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. S.O. 1263, dated the 24tty April, 
1963. 


And whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
lat the insurable population of the Texpur area in the 
istrict of Dargaga in the State of Assam has now 
xceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 



2264 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 17, 1972/JYAISTHA 27, 1894 


Part II — < 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees' State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 

makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification against 
Serial No. 4 the entry “Tezpur” in column 3 
and the corresponding entries in column 4 shall 
be omitted. 

[F. No. S-38018(7)/71-HI.] 
aflTo ?(To 1482. — 4?T: WR ffT TZ *PTTSTT 

iff j ihi ®rr ( l ) ?tro 5th ttt ftvr, 

( 2 ) bt favr, 

( 3 ) fSl Vl ^4 1 =t> -H T FTT P-ivf, 

cRJT ST5T if f^RT «IT ^ 5RR TRT % STRT fsTvT if 
gf tiRirf 45T (srsrfr qur £?r farr# sffaT strict 
500 if TTR SIT; 

TfR IRT: STFFf fsRsRf |f TTRRf % STW if *1^^ ^ 

stor qr yiTn t ?r twrt tr<h% 3ft, 

% «nr ?fk rctt'-i Tt Trfa^TTT ?io wo srr 

1263, cTRf^T 24 ?T#vr, 1963 §RT TiRTRt TRT Tfar 


^rfsrfTtnr, 1948 ( 1948 3T 34 ) 3?t srrcr 73=3 % srsrfT 
fTTRT % fWT SrfWTTC % TT3TT TT T3 cPf> % iTT 
? iff 41 -3T5T cTT % FT STfafTTR % STS3TT 5 % TTT?T 
TT ST5T if TTfTcT Tff gt 3TRT; 

Tffr TT: %n?k TR3TR 3T TS TPRSTFr gt TTf | fv 

5TRJT TRT % TTRT fa% if cf^TJT 2RT Tf RTHT TFT 

m sooitTSTlt, srkTgsrT fr^Tt ft srTTirjf «pt 

ST? Tgf I; 

5RL, ?TT, TBTTRt 7T?TTtmTpTfTTT, 19 48 ( 1948 
TT 34) Tt STRT 7 3-=T TRT TTtT TpRTT TT TTTT T# f<? 
%?StT fRTR t^RIRf TTT STfST^TfiT if ?fR TFT fSfB*. 

fkf’TT TRftSR TRrff |,TTTT : — 

3W srfrgTTr # TTq;Tt if Rfw 3 if w t<Mt 4 

% RTRR “cfSffT” TTTfR ?TR RDT 4 if # TcTTFft srlhrffet 
vT c T 3R cff SlTTTt I * 


[fjo Tfo q5f-38018(7)/71-f5tirTf] 


S.O. 1483. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73 F of the Employees, State Insurance Act, 1948(34 of 19486, and in 
continuation of the notification of the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (DebartmCni 
of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2784 dated the 5th July, 1971 the Central Government having regard to the location of the fac- 
tories specified in columns (4) of the Schedule hereto annexed in areas specified in column (3) of the said Schedule in the State oil Punjab 
in which the provisions of the Chapters IV and V of the said Act are notin force, hereby exempts the said factories from the paWent of 
employers, special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act for a further period of one year from the date of expiry of the 
period specified in the said notification or until the enforcement of provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, whibhever is 
earlier. 

schedule 


Serial Name of District Name of Area 

(1) (2) (3) 


Name of the Factory 

(4) 


1 Bhatinda . 

2 Ferozepur 

3 Patiala 

4 Sangrur . 

5 Gurdaspur 


Bhatinda 
. Ferozepur 
. AmbeMegeraSamana 
. Sunam 
. Pathankot 


Messrs National Industries, Industrial Area. 

Messrs Sarwa Singh Saw Mills, Ferozepur Cantonment. 
Messrs Roshan Lai Ram Lai 
Iron and Steel Factory 

Iron and Steel Factory, Messrs Janta Engineering Works. 
Messrs Meenakshi Industrie®. r ' 

Messrs Indian Oil Corporation Limited. *_ 


[No. F, S. 

*To 5TT° 1483 - — t 4'TI-Q TRT TtFT 1948 ( 1948 3T 34) # STRT 7 3 =T 5RT 5RW ^ 3^ 

fir ?fk m-iTT TRFR % ?TTT, Tf^FTR ?flT R^TvFT (^T \I4*IK f^TTR') HW |pr«» *rr« 

cTRt^ 5^vfTt 1971 Rjk TR^R % RF'JT (4) t ^R3ITf 

( 3) R faP-ffeEi TtfTT'4 TRT % ^ ^ if, f^Rlt W ?Tfsrf^nT ^ 4 5JR 5 % TffT gq^r 

Jr T@r% fq; T^fr ^Twrf ^rfefpRr % w&m 5-^ % srsfhr srfwrrr % SF^rq-%) ^ 

gwn Jr fTfrfrR # Tnrrfer # trN’ ^ ^ ?r^fgr ^ ^tt rw % f%rq; f^r ?i%PF!nr % 

5 % s'frst ^ srwvT fiff ft tsnt, ^ ^ TfT ff ; irfiggnr 1 1 




^trTfo 

favT TFT 


^RUI^ ^T^TPR- 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

1. 



BFRT T 7 RR qf^TT ' 1 

2. 



rtt# ms* m firRr, i 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 17, 1972/JYAISTI-IA 27, 1804 


2265 


Sl£. 3(ii) ] 


(l) (2) (3) 


3- 

MUU1MT 

sot, Juttt 



TUTFTT 

4- 

TUTUT 

w* 

3- 




(4) 


THFTHTU TUT vTUT stutut tray 'fed' I 
strut tray st^tt — 

4 tt# tflrrr# ^Tffrr Put fur ^ i 
trrtf Sfvur stott <frrrf^M i 


TJo tiTT— 380 X 7 / 1 4 / 7 l-tr^To «nto ] 

S.0 . 1484 — in exercise ofthc powers conferred by section 73 F ofthe Employees State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), andin continua- 
tion of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment andNo.S.O, 2768:dnted the 5thjuly, 1971 the Central Government having regard to the location of the factories speci- 
fied in column (4) offe Schedule hereto annexed In areas specified in coIumn(3) ofthe said Schedulein the State of Himachal PradeEh 
in which the provision of Chapteis IV and V ofthe said Act are notin force, hereby exempts the said factories from the payment of em- 
ployers, spccialcontrlbution leviable under Chapter VA ofthe said Act for afurther period of one year from thedate of expiry of the period 
specified in the said notification or until the enforcement of provisions of Chapter V ofthe said Adt in those areas, whichever is earlier. 


Schedule 


Serial 

Name of District. 

Name of Area 

Name of the factory 

No. 



CO 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) - 

I 

Bilaspur . 

. BilaBpur 

Me8srs/Himftchal Government Rosin and Turpentine Factory. 

2 

Kangra 

. Ghati 

Messrs Down Streeam Batching Plant. 

3 

Mandi 

. Harabagh 

Pandoh . 

Messrs Field Repair Shop. 

. Messrs Electrical Repair and Auto Battery Shop. 


[No, S. 38017 / 14 / 71 -HI] 


<tfTo 5 TTo 1484. — TOT afWl uftlftM, 1948 ( 1948 W 34) sft STITT 73^ tflTT 5RU wfatUTf TT #T 
TH 5 ^ *tVt «TTT?r TTGtil T % NT, TfaUTTT tfhc TUTfa (SR StVt TTOTK PUTUT) mo 2708, ffirffar 

s^rrri 1 97 i tor T uJr Hrura uurr ( 4 ) Jr fafdfw 'Musht e*d^tO % uu*r ( 3 ) 

Jr fftrura tot % ^ sterf Jr, fsurJr tot srftrpFur % *otft 4 5 % muu u ufr % -turfurfu am Jr 

Tmt 5-^ % PutDup % Pur srftnruT % trut Jr; gmr srftl^*PTT Jr 

v«rfa Turrfur niPPs Jr smfsr % Piv *tt rr? 3 R tun fr> ^(uPwh % nwnn' 5 ^r 'Trmsr 

mr Jr sfjtt ^ ^r mr, ^ft kT i^r $t, ^yi<i £ 1 


W Tfo 

fvprT 3TT 'TUT 

$3T ’PT nm 

ti i <<a id din 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

favrurjT 

(Vrrur^c 


2 

tfipRT 


TFUT ^UT 'wTTE 

3 


STRUT 

UtTT^S - frvt-M t 5TPT, 



<Jrr$ 

TTWT ^ STfiST nETT OTT 


[sfo'tBTo TTtf— 380 17/l4/71-^o m|o] 


S.O. 1485.— Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that ""•‘alls. 

(1) Kundla Division Motor Transport Co-operative 
Society Ltd. 

(2) Kundla Taluka Kharid Vechan Sangh Ltd. 

were situated in Savarkundla area which was a sparse 
area (that is, an area whose insurable population was 
less than 500) in the district of Bhavnagar in the State 
of Gujarat.: 


And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area, the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insur- 
ance Act, 1948 (.34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. S.O. 2849 dated the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1963; 
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Anri, whereas the Central Government Is satisfied 
that the Insurable population of the Savarkundla area 
In the district of Bhavnagar in the State of Gujarat has 
now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers cofnerred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 5, the entry “Savarkundla” in 
column 3 and the corresponding entries in 
column 4 shall be omitted. 

[No. F.S-38018(7) /71-III.] 

«*T° TT° 1485. — Ter: HTTR tot tot tototft 

( i) «^rrlVfTOffT Tter gtrort i yi-Tf lAfdf 
( 2 ) tostt rmuFTrCrr tror rurfac, 
5f ftror «n aft wtot wr % v if cut; 
for^r it frokt srwfr tot (tot?t kn etfer 
krr srrarfr sooiTTTr«fr ) tt ; 

Nk TOT: TOTC?r ' fTOTfr TOTFft % &T t TTfkff 

^ smm qr ksk twit ?r TORfTO f T ro rpt qrr, tito 

tuft % Tjroyf nt srk ftwr Terror Nfs^/rorr 

T° NT° 2849, 31^30 fTTRT, 1 963 3TT 
y4nuft Tirorkir r faPm , 1948 ( 1948 ^ 34 ) 

qffHnrr7TT % toRt fakiro % Tfronro % ttot 
frrTTF*foq^*?ft^TOrTOFTOr Tfafrorr % ttoft 
5% TOTTTOTOU&Rf TfFTOrT^?Varr% ; 

*rk tot: %fjfhr twit tot TTmr toit H; fa 

Tamer TTTO % Tl fTO I < fafa it TPTT ^P?IT *fk kf 
ffar *TH l4Y TOT 500 ^T?T^t, Tk ff TOT fTOTft 

tottR- tot <&f 5; ; 

TOT, TOT ^TOTfafTOTT, 1948 (1948 

«Fr 34 ) qttTmTfiT sttt tttot Rifaprf tot totIt tot^ 
gq ktfrr tttott i^rsTTr toto Nfa^-Tr if ?fk Ttf 
fTTOfafar rfufttnr qmft TOrff : — 

tort Tf^^rorr qtt w^*ft it tot 3 if tot if ° 

5 % tup* “iwr firr" srfafk sftr tot 
4ifqft d'e^q r-ft n faffa tot tot ft amnft 1 
[rfo t[rr— 38o/s ( 4 ) / 7 1 — tot rtf] 


8.0. 1486. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that Messrs Ashok Stone Processing Company 
was situated in Bardoli area which was a sparse area 
(that is. an area whose Insurable population was less 
than 500) in the district of Surat in th“ State of 
Gujarat- 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse 
area the aforesaid factory was granted e^ymetion from 
the payment of the employers’ special 'contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act. 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the provi- 
sions jf Chapter V cf th? Act in that area hv the 
Central Government in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Labour. Emp’ov- 
m*nt and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) No. S.O. 1814. dated tji* 17th May, 1968- 


And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurabie population of the Bardoli area in the 
district of Surat in the State of Gujarat has now 
exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act. 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment in the said notifica- 
tion, namely: — 

In (he Schedule to the said notification, against. 
Serial No. 11, the entry “Bardoli” in column 3 
and the corresponding entry In column 4 shall 
be omitted. 

[No. F. S-38018 (4) /71-H1 /Part I.] 

frTo"wTo"i4 8 6. — TOT: kffa TOT TOf PlE’f 

ft TOTf TO % i?Ttf TTfa fak sfTrfaT TTPRft, TOTfWt 
sfa Rf d TOT off fi^iyid TFTO % ^TfT fofa RllJ^t 

Tmfr w sq?r ^rr forwt Ttrrr Ttw 

*rmrt soort qrfi«fr) «rr ; 

s?V, tt: fwfr ftr xrmvft % ^ $f mfe * rftr 

^trnm'R: %^tr tor ^ TTifqg- qnrosrr^«rt; ttto 
tor % nt, kTOrn: Nkgrotfa *f?rw (nt 
N k Ttamr fkrpr) itt yfwj-f’rr w<> qrr<> m° 1 8 1 4, 
dkte 17Tf, 1 9683TOT T^TOTt N faR TO T , 

1948 ( 1948TT 34) R?t ffRJ 73N ^ 

% Nfwrnr % parr t 

top fa tot wfafronr^ ntopt 5% tottto tot 

srofror f> to% ; 

Nk, TOT: TOTOfiT >TO W TOTTOTT ft W ^ 

fro f onroT tfto % TTf ?r rroWt m qft 4kr 
TtTO NTTOft m 500 Tf % Nk ff NT fiwft 

srm^t frrs^r ; 

tot:, NT qpf'fkt TF5f jftTT NfkfTOHT, 1948 
( 1 948 *PT 34) qftam 73TfKT 5TTOT E fTOTft VT fftf 
•FTOt ftr %rftT RTOTR ir^f JRT OTT Nfij^TOTT St Nk 
NFi- RfMRlRfld TTtTOT TTOft |, TOrff : — 

TORT Nftr^W qft TOff^t TOT 3 ^ TTO HW 

1 1 % mrot "fraWt,” srfffk wk tot a ^r*A TTOTFft 
y fffe' ^TO fTO^t TOTTfoft I 

[ToRTToRTo 380/8(4)/7I-TP«rTOf] 


S.O. 1487. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that Messrs Bhagubhai V. Intwala was situated 
In Bardoli area which was a sparse area (that is an 
area where insurable population was less than 500) in 
the district of Surat In the State of Gujarat: 

And. whereas by virtue of its location In a sparse 
s-eri the aforesaid factory was granted pxemot'on from 
the payment of the employers’ special contribution 
unde*- motion 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the oro'd- 
<rions of Chapter V of the said Act Itp that area bv the 
Central Covernment in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of T abou- and Em- 
ployment No. S.O. 2849, dated the 30th September, 
1903: 
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And, whereas the Central Government ..Is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Bardoli area in the 
district of Surat in the State of Gujarat has now 
exceeded 600, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 14, the entry “Bardoli” in column 3 
and the corresponding entry in column 4 shall 
be omitted. 

[No. F. S-38018(4) /71-Hl(Part I).] 
VT° W° 1487- — BBt "f^nr BTBR BT BIT ti-nlSH 

(TW «rfB 4 b# ?tot, -ruBi Bb 4 

kWTBrBT’ppTB UWtBt^B 1BBB fwaBtgt WRTBt - 
tt m our Bb fBrrBf BBrr BBb ttrtBt 500 
It Bt) «tt ; 

Bk, BB: RTTBt WBTBBBb 4 WTfkTfB 

B WBR IT BbtBT WIT B RT^BB TR'iSTB Bt, *TRB 
tr^r % n*t Bk ttbbr buwt Br nfsr^wrT 
4o ;pro wo 2849, arfFor 30 fWRiR, i963 SRr 
WW#' TRT#mT 'B'MBWT, 1948 ( 1 948 ’FT 34) 

Bt etrt 7 3r B w/tb fwrto % Bvttib % but 
#BBB*F BfBr^^Br *ft RB BB? fB^TT 
% BWIT 5 % BURT BB #B 4 BBlBB B$T ft RTB ; 

Bk, BB: BBk BRFR BTT TUTTSITB ft W £ % 

B3RTB U7T B TUB fB# # «r B^ft B T Bt BTBT BUB 

-3 

BBBt Iff 500 # bI Bk BfBB fBkt^ SITBTlft 

®FT WB ; 

BB:, W, BBBTB TFSB BUTT ifftrfBBB, 1 0 4 8 ( 1 9 4 8 
BB 34) Bt trro 7 3— B 9RT BBU BRBBT W BBR 


BRB fft BBlN TRBk TJB^RT uBB B Bk 

HTB fBH%%B BBtBB BRcft |, Writ]; : — 

TBB bFh^WTT Br B tcUB 3 T BR BW 

i 4 B BTBB 'BRUBT' BfBfe Bk BTB 

4B^T BRBTfiT BfBBeB'B' BR?T RpTfiT | 

[iT^o itbo 380/8(4)/71-tTB. W^.] 

S.O. 1488,— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948), and in continuation of the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
& Employment) No. S.O. 1840, dated the 19th April, 
1971 the Central Government having regard to the 
location of the Hangar No. 6, Jubu Airport, Mainten- 
ance Section of the Department of Aviation, Bombay in 
an area in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V 
of the said Act are in force, hereby exempts the said 
factory from the payment of the employer's special 
contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said 
Act for a further period of one year with effect from 
the 30th January, 1972 upto and inclusive of the 29th 
January, 1973. 

[No. F. 601/81/70-HI.] 
148 8- — BBBRB TRB ifTBr KfBffiBB, 1948 
( 1948BT 34) Bt ETRT 73B BRTBRT EfBBBf BB BBtB 
TUB BTr VTRB TRBR % BB, TTWTR BR 'JBBBt flBleTB 
(WT Bk TMBTTfBBF) Bt Bo tpio 1 84 0 

BTB^ 19 WTU. 1971 % BR B BBtR BUTTT |BT 

B" 6, ^ (TBRlk, BfefiRT BTXflB, fBBTBB fBBTB, 

BT f'BT m B, fBBB BBB BfBfBBB % BtBTB 4 Bk 5 
% BRBtf BfB BBfBBfB Bt *RTB B U3TB ^ b^B 
BR<5TTB Bt BBB BfBTBBB B B<£BIB 5-B B BBtB BB- 
U^BBr B tB?T"l BIBBTBT BB1BB 30 NfiRT, 

1972B 29 BBT#, 1972 BB> fBB BB^fBBBr BfwfUB 

|, ittBr bb Bt BrrBTBfB BfBq B^srt BbT| i 

[Bo BIT 0 60/8/70-tfBUT#] 


S.O. 1489. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of the Employees, State Insurance Act, 194S (34 of 1948, and in 
continuation of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry oi Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) No. S. O. 3913, dated the 18th September, 1971 the Central Government , having regard to the 
locLio 1 ofche t’i;to'iis specified in column (4J of the Schedule hereto annexed in areas specified in column (3) of the saia Schedule in the 
State of West Bengal in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act arc not in force, hereby exempts the said 
factories from the payment of empolyers, special contribution leviable under Chapter VA ol the Baid Act for a further period ®f one 
year from the date of expiry of the the period specified in the said notification or untilthe enforcement ol provisionsol Chapter V ol the 
said Act in those areas, which ever is earlier. 


Schedule 


S. No. 

Name of District, 

Name of the area 

Name of the factory 

(x) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

I. 

Birbhum . 

. Panchar hat 

Messrs. Mayurakhi Cotton Mills Limited. 

2* 

Burdwan . 

. Kalna(Shalipur) 

Ondal . 

(1) Messrs. Samudregarh Powerloom Society Limited. 

(it) Messrs. Bhowmick Textile- Mills. 

Messrs. Engineer Enterprises. 

3 

Darjeeling 

, Darjeeling(proper) 

Messrs. L.II. Dupuis (Automobile Engineers). 

4- 

Jalpaiguri . 

. Alipurduar 

Ektiasal 

Messrs, United Engineering Works. 

(i) Messrs. Associated Engineering Company Limited. 

(ii) Messrs. Eastern Motors (Proivate) Limited. 
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5. Midnapur 

6. Purulia 


Manabari 

Nagrakaia 
Siliguri . 
Kharagpur 
Jhalda 

Rangadih 


(iii) M c ssrs. Northern Flour Mills. 

(iv) Messrs. Siliguri Flour Mills (Private ) Limited. 

(i) Messrs. Oodlabari Engineering Works. 

(ii) Messrs. Mina Saw Mills. 

Messrs. Premier Timber and Plywood Products. 

Messrs. Mahan anda Industries (Private) Limited. 

Messrs. Sree Hantiman Steel Industries. 

(i) Messrs Samar Singh Jayeswal (Private) Limited. 

(it) Messrs Achhmram Kalkhof and Company Shellac (Private) Limited. 

(i) M e asrg, Hiralal Lai Chand 

(ii) Messrs, Motilal Basak. 

(iii) Messrs, Mahabir Shellac Factory. 


[No. F. S- 38 oi 7 (i 2 )/ 7 i-HI 7 

«PTo W o 148(. — 7.EET sffaT STfaffETB, 1948 ( 1 948 T>T 34) UPT 73^ 3TTT 5T-xT *5T 

SjtfFT tfT7# |TT -BTOT BRTiR: % O^EIIT *#7 9^1% ( NR ##7 fr3nTn; fTHBT) #WT *To 

»Tfo 3B13Hrffa 18 fTEPRT, 1971 (TRI’ RT# 37T SEJfsft % REN 4 # qTWFff # 34T 

% TcRR 3 # fafdftR TRtT % ## #, f%Rir tJW RfaffETH %■ WRTC 4 7; 5 % 

sprfFtf# ; rt cth n rib rt ( rrtrreIrT tft »rf«iwT% rrtr 57; % Niffa ttd? <% 
Nfam%7rcET# Rfawrrir fafafV-j sreftr EEifcrq# HiiRr# sr#fr tfk snfk %■ 
firtr srr mr tpf % finr w srfsrfroR % seret 5 % ir sfr vft 

$t, qTrriRr w: t t t 



1. fH'j# 


2. *174*1 W 


3 . dlf^tTvl 1 ! 


q^rT^r 

EMRT (91E?ftT7) 

Mw (hff'rf) 

NvfrjTffR 

^FfHETTET 


Herr} 

BFRRTRT 

firttofr 


#'(ET ^iRT Ti :H fq -ET faffR? 

(i) HH# (HJiHl Tr-TT^R lTIG E jft 
(ii) #h# #tfFF twOTpr fBRr 

#H# ETTo RR 0 ^qTTTT (inztjftirrw % %ftt R) 

#71# f-TiTF? SfsfftafRT TW 

(i) TO TfB'ntq'fTq Tcq#[ 

f#fR#R 

(ii) hr# (rr#t) %Th^ 

(iii) #H# HI## TTlT fRcR 

(iV) #71# 9#t7 fJTRT (3R#c) 

RtThSt 

(i) #71# mRTTTfn tfWl'fRT 7T# 

( ii ) #71# fRHT HT fHcH 

EFT# rffpER frt^r rig esprf^a- 
E7T# HfETTT (SK#?) 




#7f# sft^HRFT *77^ 


5. ffPRTyi 


Sac. A$li) ] 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

b 7/fTOfT 

ITOfl 

(i) grot giro fgg 

TOTOTOT (niSTO) fgfgjy 



(ii) srasTrg TOTOitg; TOwft 

(to$#f) ttrfgro 


TOTTWittg 

(i) 4g^ glTIMrg TOT TOF 

(ii) gtttTOvT gTg'dt 

(iii) ^^^ ggpftr ^41 


New Delhi, the 4th March 1972 

S.O. 1430.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Goneshbari. Tea Company (.Private) limited. 
13/5, Block ‘A’, New Alipore, Calcutta-53, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Fund 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (.19 of 1952), should 
he made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the Powers) conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 ot lh e said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment, 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of April, 1970. 

[No. S.35018(59)/71-PF.II(i). I 

Hi fapsft, 4 gp*, 1972 

% fa Am 'iRtmwO tt TOroft (tos*f) fafhtu, 13/5, 

V TOfftjT, TOTTOH — 53 TOWF TOTTO % gTO3 
fggtsRF TOl^rf/gf fi?t tfg WTOT TO TOT TO g^TO 

gt ?[ % TOtrott gfaro fafa tfT fafsr 

'frfufhTh, 1952 ( 1952 ”51 19) % TOTOR gTO WN 

yrt fro? 

TO'., TO, FTO wftrtwi *fit tJTTT 1 ’ft ggaKT ( 4) 
3TOT TOR trfwfr 1 'PT Hhtfi TOTf gg; % ? tftg TOR BTO 
% ggTOJ '3TO TOTTOI *Ft u,u^aKi vTPJ d* vTl 

I I 

gg i 9 7 o % snfo % tout fro' git sn^t 

gt ggift TOt*»ft i 

[€o irg-35018(59)/71-«fto^o 2(i)] 

S.O. 1491. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the 
1st November, 1971, the establishment known as Messrs 
Kamala Silk Mills, Thakkar Bapanagar, Post Office 
Box No. 1129, Mulchandanl Industrial Estate, Ahmed- 
abad, for the purposes of the said proviso, 

LNo, 8.36019 / 1 15/71-PF .11 (ii).] 


[TO TOo tTB~380l/7(l2)/71-miTo stT$] 

VT° 14 91- — %BThT TOTOT TOTTOtt gffiTO fgfa 
sffc JFTO 3TO fhftr, Wfafgfig, 1 952 ( 1 952 'FT 1 9) 

RTOT 6 $ TO TO^gi 3TOT JPTO TfifgTOt TO TOtg 
+ (xf gt£, gg3 fdTO if TOgTOgi 41 4 gi/H % TOgTcJ 
1 dTOTO, 1 97 1 A ggg TOTOT ftTOF fgTO, 5¥R WTOnTT, 
gt° Wo WTO Ho 1129, tJgTOgpft TOFF, 

tfghTOTOx giro Pfim git sro tor^f % ggt- 

TOt fag. fafaftkH' TOrft g 1 

[tfoi^r-35019 ( 1 1 5)/ 7 1 'ft ([gi— 2 (ii)] 

S.O. 1492.— Whereas It appears to -the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Thakur Engineering Works, Gala No. 121, 3rd 
Floor, Municipal Industrial Estate, Bapti Road, Bom- 
bay-8, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund, Act, 1952 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of July, 1971. 

[No. S. 35019(143) /71-PF.II.] 

gTO mo 14 92. — TO: %g£fa g<*FK git gg 
Mtftd gtfTT It fg> fi'gfi 4 TO , WTO g° 

121, 3-Wi TOTt/, TOlfcjTOT gT/ft 

tty, 3, TOTV TOTTO % TOTO fgfitTOF TOT TOPTOftfif 
TOt gggTOT TO TOT TO HgTO gt g^ $ f«F TOtwft gftTO 

fgfa sftr froffer gfafggg 1952 (1 952 to 1 9 ) 

% TOTOTO TTO TOTTOT *Ft TO*J (TO( 4 1'j gTfgtJ ) 

TOE, TO, gfgffiTOT ^t TOW 1 dft TORKT ( 4 ) 
WTO TOTO tlfTOtfi TO toVt ^rr %vtPpt TOTOT 

3to sTfrofroroi % totor ’fto totto TOgaror tou 
TO lft | 1 

ng ^fa^TOT 1971 ^ 'yTOf % a«m fro 'fit wpr 
gt wmt TO^ft 1 

[go TO“3501 9 ( 143)/71'Tto t^o 2 ] 
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New Delhi, the 6th March, 1972 

S.O. 1493. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority ol 
the employees In relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Dynacast Industries, 159, C.S. Track Road, 
Amar Brass, Kalina Bombay-29 (AS) have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of March, 1971. 

[No. S.35017 /49/ 71-PF.II (i) .] 

fft 6 Rf4, 1972 

TOo UT° 14 93. — RR: RAM T Uf RR 

SRfor $RT I pP 4r4 TOSTOTORa: TTF’f 4, 1 5 9 Rt RRo 

fu Ttr, sure srrar, tototo, *pr $-2 9 (r rr) rtru 

PUTT R RFRS fRRtTOF Ufa TOTRTfaTO Ut RgR«RT ?R 
TOR TT RfRd g) fff | fu TOf=TO7t Rffal fafe Ufa 
fTFR falR ftfR ufufffRR 1952 ( 1952 TO 19) % 
RTTOff RfR PURR t 4 RUj; fUR RrR TOfgR; 

tot:, tor, rto ufaPTRR to arm i TO rttort ( 4 ) 

am TOR RrfTORf TO TORtR TORf gR TOTOR RUTOR RTO 

ufsrPrRR % rttoto ft httut TO rttort unj utTO 

t 1 


Rg sTfergru 1 971 $ rt 4 3i4 fro TO jpjr 
RR«ft TORTO I 

[r° RR— 3 5017 ( 49 )/ 71/^ ^Ti- 2 (i)J 

S.O. 1494. In exercise ol the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section (3 of the employees Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government af making necessary enquiry 
Into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the 
31st March, 1971, the establishment known as Messrs 
Dynacast Industries, 159, C.S. Track Road, Amar Brass, 
Kalina Bombay-29 (AS) for the purposes of the said 
proviso, 

[No. S.35017/49/71-PF.II(li.).j 

TO° W° 14 94. — %RftR TOR +4 -lift RfTOR 
frftr ufa 4 rr frfsr, ufafTOR, 1952 (1 952 to 
1 9 ) Tit RPT 6 % RRR 3T7T TOR TlffTRt TO TOtff 
U # gR, rfRR fRRR 4 TO TOT TOR TOTO % 3 1 

Rt 4, 1971 4 RRR FT^RTTRR 15 9, TO° RRo 

frflT, TORT TOR, toTOrT RJRR (R° RRo), RTUU PURR 
Sf7t RR^JTTO RRR R7RJU % TOtTOfr % fRR fafRfTOF TTRt 

t ' 

[ro RR-35017 (49)/71-Rt RRv~2 (ii)j 

S.O. 1495. — Whereas, It appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Voltamp Electricals Private Limited, 69, 


Prince Bakhtiar Shah Road, Tollygunj, Calcutta-33 
including its Registered Office at P-15, New C.I.T., 
Road, Calcutta-12 have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1962 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment. 


Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into 
force on the thirty-first day of December, 1970, 

TNo. S.35018 (57) /71-PF.II (i).] 


TO° RTo 14 95- — RR: TOTOR RTTOT TO Rg[ RcftR 
gtRT ^ Pf 4 r 4 q i<i 2*T sRtfR^RwR 5fIW 14 fffSi, 69, 
fipR ?fWTOITf TOR, TOTOffR, TOTTOTT-33 fTOrR WTO 
TORTOr-TO 15, ^ pfTo€t‘ eT " TOr, •ITTRUT— 1 2 
TO RTfRR RTRRT PURR 4 RATOS' fRRTRU Ufa RR^Rlfuff 
TO RgTTOT W TOR TO RRRR gT TO £ % TOfRTft TOTOR 
fRftr ?>fa m fuftr RftrfRRR 1 952 (1952 rr 

19) % RRRRT RRR PURR Ut RPT pFR 3p% RTf|R; 


rr:, rr, r r toTrIrrr am 1 r 4 RRtira (4) 

SKI TOUT srf cTRt RR TOltR RRR RR RTRRT RRR 

RTuPuIR % RRTOR RTR PURR RRR3RT TOR 

I \ 

R^ UfR^RRT 1 970 % PfRTRT TO 313 f?R RT SRTT 

RRtft TORifV I 

[Ro RR— 3 5 018 (57)/71-4 Vo RRo 2(i)] 

S.O, 1496. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Piovi- 
dents Funds and Familv Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), the Central Government, after making neces- 
sary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with 
effect from the 1st day of November, 1971, the esta- 
b ishment known as Messrs Cochin Refineries Emp- 
loyees’ Consumer Co-operative Society Ltd,, No. 
E, 228 Ambala Mugal (via) Tripunithura, Ernakulam 
District for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019 (lll)/71-PF,II(ii),] 

Too 1 4 56- — RTOffT URRrfr Rid^r 
fRfu RtT R5TR Prfff RfuPlRR, 1 9 5 2 ( 1 9 5 2 

TR 1 9) tUTT 6 % RRR RPRRT §jrj rtr f^UTRf 
RT RR)R gR, Rt^rj fRRR' R RTRFTOP TOR % R?RTf[ 

RTORT 1971 % RRR P?R 4 RRR TORFT fTTRtrftR 
itttorr torrrt RmrrvfeR R'rRis€r r 0 f o 

226, TOTOTO RRR TORT WRTRT fTOTT 

RTRR TTORR TO RRTOrTO RUT TORriTO TRlTOff % f%R 
fRfdfUR RTR) | I 


[Ro Rff 35019( 1 ll)/71-Tfo RTo 2(i)] 

S.O, 1497. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation 1o the establishment known as 
Messrs Jagan Nath ard Company, Ram Nagar, Jullundur 
Cantonment have agreed that the provis'om of the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
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Act, 1052 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notiflcaion shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of August, 1971. 

[No. S. 35019034) /71-PF.II.] 

77 o WTo 14 97. — Tel: %Rt7 777117 7# 77 77V7 
sjtdT t f% N'T - 7f7 77171, TT7 77T, 77177 

7117 #?: ’Tutf ?«rr t Td 7 f7ii77 mr TutdrfRi 

t# 77#wr ^7 srr^r it 7^77 7f £ 

wfaw fdfa iftr fIR #77 Prftj| VfdfdTU 1952 
( 1952 77 19 ) % 7W7 Iff 77(77 %t 7T7 f%rc 
arr7 ^rrfgn; 1 

77:, 77, 777 7F7(%77 %t ETRT 1 %t FTHRT 

(4) am 717 Brffmfr 7777(7 tr# 77 %Rt7 
tt/fr 777 5rfi3f777 % t’ttti w wm 

f# fttsrt nh; trtT 4 1 

7 ? wffer^r 1 9 7 1 % fcifd % 777 r : r #1 777 

5 # (TiT«ft srrtTjft i 

[4° n;(T-350/l9( 1 34)/7 l-'ftoiyFo 2 ] 

S.O. 1498. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
The Kerala Timbers and Bandsaw Mills, Pudukad, Tri- 
chur District, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the tliiny 
first day of December, 1971. 

[No. S.35019O28) /71-PF.II.] 
fTT° ?TT° 14 98. — 77: #7^7 (R7>K %t 7*1 spffa' 

fftarr | f% 4 ri %r?r (fr# ^rr 

fsr^r fdNT dTffifi 77117 7773- sftr 

Ti^TTfTTf #t 77737T 7T7 77 fft 7# | 

f% tiitt# 'fifiR f#rtr' ffir trr 777 ffif# ^rftrfyprti 

1952 ( 1952 77 l 9 *77777^777 r^ppr 

f%T 71% Tlfe# ; 

fTcT:, fR, xj'tn ^fuPiou 7 # tjTTT 1 7# BIRRI ( 4) 
5TU JRrT 7 fid 41 77 RTTfi 7R7 fir rpr ^ r' f 

7T77 SlftrloM h % 777?9' R7R pqyqvf n-ff g'| jj 

TTrfr | | 

7? frf7 l T : 77r 1971% fTTRT % STTftfR f77 
77 ETfU Ttfit I 

[4° h7-35019( 12fi)/71- t fVorrtRo2] 


New Delhi, the 16 th March 1972 

8.0. 1499.— Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Bharat Chemical Agency, Asian Building, 
2nd Floor, Nichol Road, Ballard Estate, Bombay-1 
have agreed that the provisions’ of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of October, 1970. 

[No. S. 35017/42/ 71-PF.II.] 
7# 16 71 4 1972 

«RT° WTo 14 99-- — 77: %#ft7 (R77T %t 7]j 77(7 
f#7r % f% 77# 7R r irfwN n-jRfr , "f%77 f7f#?7 
7%7 fTtr f777 #|T 77? wiwi-1 7T77I H7T77 

4 (U75 ftpftTfi ffc TuWrfTft %t 7 7 

rr R^77 it t f% TRTT^t ffW ffifij fft^ 7W7 
f7fawft#m 1962( 1952 77 1 9)% 7f7 WTT77 

%t viT^ f%^ ^ri4 i 

W7-, WT , #77 frf^fTRT %t RTU 1 %t TTRTfr ( 4 ) 
>TTPT SRR 7rf%pft 77 SBfTf 7 R# %f#t7 TOF ^77 
’ffiimp' % 777-7 ^77 P7T77 777 ([77^1 77 7771 | I 

7^7fvf77 r 1970 % 77R T % 3 1 t f%T %t 7^7 
ft 77?ft 7R7t I 

[#o 77-35017 ( 42)/71-7to rn^ 0 2] 

5.0. 1500. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer, and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
as Messrs Sushma Fabrics Private Limited, A-24-25 
Road No. 9-Wagle Industrial Estate. District Thana 
including its office at Sethna Building, 216-Princess 
Street, Bombay-2 have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of November, 1970. 

[No. S.35017 (56) /71-PF.II.] 
*:To~WTo 1500. — 77: %7?t7 7T77P" 7# 7^7 

#t7^f%47f g77T%f777 71^47 %o tT-24-25 "dr 
7° 9 7T7% ‘Vsf+Rbtl T777 f%7T 7T7T 777 ?777 777^77 
777T (dies 7 216— fjrf77 7R#“2 TTW 77T77 

% 7RT 7 f77%5I7F ?|V" 7# dip#] %[ 7?777T ^7 7T7 T7 
Ufi-HO 7# ft 1 f% 7'4di 0 TRRTTFTfTfljr 

?iftrf%ir7 1952 (195277 19) % 77777 777 * 7177 7# 

77^ f%7 7n4 ; 
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SET: SR TOT NftrfTTOT fT NET 1 ft OTETTI ( 4 ) 

TET STTR pTtttY TO TftT TOP 3'T WEr TOTOT 
TOd NfpfTTT f TOsuN TOT TOTEf TO fid tip IT ( 
TOT TOPt t I 

TO Nfsnfidr 1970 % tort’ %ttot fro ft ttot 
ewT TO^ft 1 

[p° TAT —35017 {Sd) / 7 l—fto n^o 2 ] 

S.O. 1801.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to' the establishment known as 
Messrs Wheel Magnets, Menezes Branganza Road, 
Panjim, Goa, including its branch Near Railway 
Crossing, Mathans Mansion Margaon, have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of March, 1971. 

[No. 35017/58/71-PF.1I.] 

VTo NT is 01 - — TT: foftT TTTOT ft TO 
rftfiT A Rtf TT<T ftT fTOTT ^iftT TTTOTtTO ft? uffT 
TPT ^TOft TTPsIT TT?t'T fTT TTfTT UPT TOTT, NTTOT 
TOPP TOTTT > TOTOT ffftPT nT TOTPTWf ft ilC 
yp tot qr ttott ft pf £ ff totteY t't* r nAt 
pitt fAfir Nftrfropr 1952 (1952 to 19) % 
TOPE T TOW ATTET ft RTOJ frot TOA Prfcn I 

r * 

NT NT TOTNfafTOBT ft PET 1 ft TOPTTT ( 4) 

toitt top pfroff to totEt to# fftr tttot 

TOT NfaffTT % TOTTOtT TOFT TOTET ft t^T^STOT TOTO 
TO A £ • 

TO Nfp*|/TTO 1971 % TOT f 31 f ftp ft TOfT 
ijf TTOTt TfiTT I 

|Af 0 TP — 3 5 017 ( 5 9 )/ 7 l-fYo oglo 2 ] 

S.O. 1502. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Shavo Norgren (India ■> Private Limited, 
Kalwa Industrial Area Thana Bclapur Road, District 
Thana (Mharashtra) have agreed that the provisions 
of the Employees' Provident Funds and Family Pen- 
sion Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should he made 
applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the 30th day of June, 1971. 

[No, S.33017/76/71-PF.II.] 

VTo NTo l 5 02 :-TT: fftr TOTOT ft TO TOftT 
TtTf t ff FTf TOT dVfr (ffTOIT) TTPTO fTOTOT 


totot TOfroror pfror, top ttoto Err, frorr top, 

(TOKT^) PTO TOTTT ?r TOTOP fiTTOTOfi *At pfTOffrA 

ft T^TOTT rp TOT TO TOTO gA fif | ff TOTTOfr pfTOT 

frfffrfrT'T^^fTfsrNfp^m i952( 1952 to 19 ) 

% STOP TOT ATTTT ft fff TOT TT%t[ 

NT:, NT, TOT NfpffTP ft PET 1 ft TOPTTT ( 4) 
JTTET TOcT pffrf)' TO TOPT PTT 1 ^ fftP PTOfiT TOT 
NfpfdTOT % TOP-W TOT ETTPT TO tpE(3TP PPJTTft^ I 

TO 1971 f 30 f fTTTtTOTr 

TT?fy TFnfr I 

[TotTpo 35017 (7fi)/71-'fYo TOo 2 ] 

S.O. 1503. — Whereas It appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and he majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Eugene and Company, 127/1, Acharya Jaga- 
dish Chandra Bose Road, Calcutta- 14 have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act. 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of April, 1971. 

[No. S.350l8/61/71-PF.n.] 
*5To NTo 1 5 03 • — TO: %rfTp NPfTO Tt TO[ TcftT 

‘Epftfrr^TOl'JjftTTlTop'Tro, 127 / 1 , NTNuYto^P TOT 
ftp fry, TOWTTT-14 TPBF TTOTT it {HTTP fTTlTOt 
At Tpprffpf qtt totott ttt tt toto ft d£ £ fV 

TfTEE 'fiflpr jvrfq- :-fflT sggTT U5TT ffttl NfpfdTP, 
1952 ( 1952 TO 19) ^ TOTON TOT TTOTT fPJT 

TPT TT%T ; 

NT:, NT, TOT NfllftTP ift N TT 1 TOPIP ( 4 ) 
TTP TTTT PffiTff TO 5PfEl TOT fT ^dftT TOTOT TOT 
NfpfTTT % TOT5P TOT ETPET T?T ETOBTTT PRTTOrtt t I 

TT Nffe^NTT 1971 % Nflp r % TTN f^T ft SP|n 

rjf TOTSft T" T A I 

tTT-35018 (6l)/71-4to iufi° 2] 

S.O. 1504. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Vljya Bhumi, Kulasekharam Post, Kanya 
Kumari District have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pen- 
sion Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
">y sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions- 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of August, 1971. 

[No, S.35019/128/71-PF.n.] 
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«pTo gTo 1504- — 2Trf : gT^R 9?T US SRfVTT 


«>tt | far gg# gfg, f~rrt^Tir, r im, tout jgrfr 

falNT THW PTTRT ^g^n? fadDR gtr ggfagfagf # 
*f nrwrr ?g tx 77 ?pRT £> g£ k far gfagnt gfam fafiT 
*rk fmsr ggg gfgfam, 1952 (1952 to 19) % 
gw sr gig ftttt srrr hr faro to? mfeg ; 

tpr, 4 R, ggr srfyftgg etft i g? gram ( 4) 

5 RT TTTrf SlftfHff TO tuffa TOtfa fr TOjfa gTTOT RTO 

gftrfggg % wra tjetcT tottr to tprsitt mo ragt 

* C 

I I 

ire gfsppgr 1971 % rara % m fag to wg 
ft gg?fr TOcnfr 1 

[g° rrg-- 3 5 0 1 9 ( 1 28 ) /l l-oV 01175 0-2] 

S.O. 1505. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employmees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Amritsar Primary Cooperative Land Mort- 
gage Bank Limited, Amritsar have agreed that the 
Provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of January, 1971. 

[No. S.35019/143/71-PF.IL] 
TOo STTo 1 505. — TOT: gTTOT rfa Tg SPffa 

fkn | far rag snjtrcn: girmt m-grfafar tot gfara 
t¥f%o, ragragrraTOm it gw? frofarg sift ^nr- 
toTto? fa- g^ragr sg tot to gggg fa g? | far tottor? 
gfarro fa-fa gfc fagg fgfa gfafaw 1952 (1952 
TO 19) fa grow w Wm fa TO^ffah TO% giffar | 

tier:, ra gro gfaffag fa an 1 fa gram ( 4 ) 
am Erm fafagfar to wrg top? 57 fa-fag mu fto 
gfafggg % gwra fto raim fa ggwm to^ TOfa 

I < 

TO TTfa^W 1971 fa m''f % TOPT fag fa 7 dd 

%f ggfa gmfa 1 

[go PTfo— 35019( 148)/71-9>omno 2] 

S.O. 1506. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employee and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Anond Prakash, Ravinder Kumar, 824 Nai 
Sarak, Delhi have agreed that the provisions of Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
bv sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the raid establishment, 


This notification shall he deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of November, 1969. 

[No, S, 35019/1 53/71-PF.IT.] 
TO» STT« 1 506. — TO". fafaT TOP fa gg gfag 

Star | ffa rag ram udim, fam fw, 824-fa gw, 
fcfa tow g gws fggtggr far TOfarrffar fa 
irmw sg *icT qr ^taig fp dnpgnrr Msf 
tlk fEF? ^' 7 PT faftr crfdfwi 1952 ( 1952 'FT 19 ) 

% wim d?r f%rr mf?h; ; 

!Rr:, iff.TTr nftiffiTT d?t srm 1 mtrm ( 4) 

5m tmr trrfttprlr tt mpr ^ ^ kifr-T mn tit 
vfafmrir % «jtw Tt npt ^znt 

gg stRjjjtrt 1969 % Rfmn; ^ Tdd fed Tt adtr 

f i ggfft srrrnft i 

[go trgo-35019( 153)/71-TfoR I fi 2] 

S.O. 1507.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority ol the 
employees in relation to the eslablishment known as 
Messrs Ravinder Textile Traders, 736-K.et’a Bhangi, 
Chandni Chowk, Delhi-6, including its Ht’anch office 
at 10-Municipal Market, Kamla Nagar, Delhi, have 
agreed that the provisions of the Emp'oyces’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), should be made applicable to th? said esta- 
blishment: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act. the 
Centi;al Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment, 

This notification shall be deemed to have come inio 
force on the 15th day of April, 1970. 

[No. S 35019 ( 154) /71-PF.IL] 

«STo WTo 15 07. — m: TO W Lt Ng TTlTT 

^ti I % rtt# rfror, t grrm fm, 7 36mm toi>, 
gk, krmflr— 6 fP7T mm wrNi wi'pto-io, 
gpfe, dmrr tht, fm-rt gnm # grotg- 
frtfNidi sfiR TONnPcfi 4?t ^rfmr m gn m ft 
g# | f% dompt gfdm fgfir f reg ttr fgfg gfafggg 

1952 ( 1952 m 19) % FWJ «im Tt HPT 

fdhT 5fPt mf^TT ; 

wr:, tw, ^rftifggg trm i grt mErm ( 4) 
rm 7T5rr Hfrrgt m tptpi md gg TFgtqm gm 
Erfgfgqg % ggg totk m m?,gm gpr mdt 

t i 

g? 5?ftgjggr 1 970 ^ unt f 1 fit fag fid 

ggipt jgmft | 

[go 35019( 154)/71-TtoTTo 2 ] 

r.O. 1508. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the mnmrjfy of th- 
cmployees in relation to th - establisl ment known as 
Messrs Kurian Abraham Rubber Factory, have Pvdli- 
yor Kurichy, Thucklay Post, Kanya Kuraari District. 
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have agreed teat (he provisions of the Employe'. s’ 
Provident Funds and Eerily Pension Fund Act, 1952 
(19 of 1952) , should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers c-nfercd 
by sub-section (4) cl seciiun l of the paid A't, the 
Central Government hvvby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day oi' September, 1971. 

[No. S.3501 9 (1561/71 -PF.II.] 

TU Tflo 1 l r jF. — YY fasfa 7R.YT * Yt Yg T^far 

gta? 4 % jffcrt mm 
-fRci, ^ irt f^r^rr 

n> 

fd Y I AN T YYRTfalf dfSYkfi [ RT YTY IT YriYT 

g> y£ % fa Yfanfl’ YfaR fafsr tftr %z&r ttr fafa 

urTtepm 1952 ( 1952 YT 19) % RRR RET RTTYT 
Y> HTT^ fvj Yfa Ylfar ; 

vn:, NT, R-T7 Apdf- YY YR f 1 fin R;YRT( 4)ITT 
TRY Ff'YYT m,' YY~fa TR §'7 Y-ifa *-RilT YTT nf j- 

f ;yy y yyri yr \«rm yt -i .T»r i yty yir! g i 

Yg *rra^ETT 19 71 Y fatfKR % spOY faf YT D^vT 

§f yystT yprI i 

[No r,fr-3501 9( 15(i)/71'-'Tl'orrTo 2] 

S.O. 1509, — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Narayan Radio Stores, Eluru Road, VAia- 
wada-2, Krishna District have agreed that the pro- 
visions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Fami- 
ly Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1953), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in cxorcHe of the powers conferred 
by sub-sootion (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act lo the said e:\ blishment. 

This notification shad he deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of November, 1971, 

[No, S.3501 9/1G2/71-PF.II.] 

YT° *97° 15 09. — YY: Yfafa YYYR Y> Yg Ydfa 
g>dT & faYYY YRTTY Tfa TT faftf, TTT fa?, faYTTTTT-2, 
fadT ^OTTT YTYY YYTYY if Y^Y? ifaffaY YtT Y^Ylffaf 
YT TfYYTT gY TR YT YgYcT fa Yf £ fa YYYTfa YfaR 
Met zftx f TFT T 71 Y fafa Yfaf 7YY 1 9 5 2 ( 1 9 5 2 YT 1 9 ) 
V YTTYT YTT R77Y YT Yfa faY ^rr?T YTf?fa I 

YY.‘, YY, ATT YfafaYY fa YRT l fa YTYTR ( 4 ) 
£TTT 3TmT Hfafat YT TY>7 TTY gif Tfafa *RTR ATT 
YfcTfYTY T YYYR CUT TYTYY Yt n’TT^rC YR Y7YT 

t I 

Yg Yfa^YTI 1971 Y TYRT Y TTY fad Yt 7TrT 
ft YY3TT YRYt I 

[Y°gY~35019( 1 6 2 ) / 7 1— YT o (PE o 2) 


Pajt II — 

. L 


S.O. 1510.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employer's in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Pushraj Bijay Kumar, Malgodown, Cuttack-3 
have agreed that the previsions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds, and Family Pension Fund Act, 3952 
H9 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
bv sub-section (A) of section 3 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of May, 1970. 

[No. S.3501 9 (168) 71-PF.II.] 
YTo YTo 1510 : — YT: *rrsfrrT Yt Tg firflTT 

pffffr ^ far TT4 TTirnr faYT TJYfT, ETNYtmT, YTY-3 

TiYY ycys' faffaY ?rfa YYYrfaff Yt Ng:- 

YWFY TTY TT YYYT g> fif & fa Y^YTff YffaT fafil 
TR fTPT f71Y NfafaYT, 3 952 ( 1 952 YT 19) % 
TYTYT YYT PTTYT Y> NET far Ylfaif J 

m: t SR, 13TT YfafaYT yT 97T T 1 yT YYTRr ( 4 ) 
TPT TTY Tlfafaf YT Rfa Yfa gT YRTTT RT 

YfafYnT % RR YYT RTTYT Y> PYfTTTT YFT YTrfV 
% \ 

TT srfjRJMTT 1 970 Yf Y> 5TYY fad Yt TRY 
ft RKft YPpfV I 

[Yo it y— 35019(168 )/71— 'fto ntHo 2] 

New Delhi , the 17th March 1972 

S.O. 1511.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of th" 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Rotary Club of Bombay C/O star Trading 
Corporation Dhanaraj Mahal, 2nd Floor, Appofio 
Bundar Toad, Bombav-1 have agreed that the nrovi- 
sions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of t.hc said Act, the 
Centro! Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the Thirty first day of March, 1,971. 

[No. S.3501 7/63/71 -PF.II.] 

Yf ffanfr, 17 YT#, 1972 

YTo V7o I5ii. — YT: YTYR YT Yg 

TY>T ytTT ^ fa ^Y(f YYY YY YTYff r 

Tf=Y YlfatfalY, YY7TY YgY, ^Yff YfaYi YYT 

faf Ttfif- 1 YTYY RTR % YTYJ fYYfaY Yfa YYYlfRff 
YT YppSTT ^Y YTT Yf YgYcT pft | fa YYYRT YfaR 
fdfTYfa YTR^YYfafa YfYfaYY, 1952 ( 1952YT 19) 

% RR YYT NYTYY Y> YR, fa^ - YR YlfaY ; 

Yd:, tR, YYT TTfErfYTY TRT 1 Yfa RTETTR ( 4 ) 
S’RT TTY Tlfafaf Y T YYR Y-fa |T %fatY YTYR YYT 
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■filfiffififi % fififiR fififi fit TRTfiTfiT fiffi fififf 


fi? fiffi^fiRT 1 071 % fiR % 31 fi fefi fit fifiFT 

§i nw'r mrYY i 

[fio t7^35017( 6 3 ) / 7 1 — 1 0 trqjo2] 

S.O. 1512. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishme at known as 
Messrs Savallc Chemi Pvt. Ltd., Corinthian B-5, 17, 
Arthur Bunder Road Colaba, Bombay -5, have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), should be mude applicable to the raid 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come 
into force on the thirty first o.iy ri January, 1971. 

[No. 3, 35C 1 7 ( 64) /7 1-PF.IL] 

*tt° 1512 . — fifi'-Y^RT fiTfiR fiY IT? fihYfi 
?TfiT | fififi spiff TUfiT MfiR, fiYffi Rfiffi 
fiY 5, 17, fiTfifi fiRT Ylfi, fi'RRl, fiRf-5fiTfifi • M.fi 
fi fiRfi fRTRfi fiTT fififiiYrf-RT fiY fi|[h ®TT %*; Rfi % 
fi?RT 7J fit | ffi Pfi-fiTTT filTR ffif'J «fr. ffi 4 fififi 
ffifST 'fiffiffififi, 1952 (l952fiT 19) % 1W1 MR 
RTfifi pf 3 TIfi filf?fi ; 

in, sr, tpt wfuffififi pr mtr 1 pY fififipt ( 4)arer 

fififi fiffififiY fit fifiYfi fififi ffi fifitlfi Rfifilfi fififi 'Wfaffififi 
P fififiR fififi Rrn pt -ruf ttrY ? i 

fi? 1 9 7 1 PY fifififiY P 3 IP iT-T PY JTfirT 

ft ’tpsjY prfifir 1 

[fio irfi-3501 7(64)/ 72-^0 qpo 2 ] 

S.O. 1513. — -Whereas it appears to the Centrul Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority Of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Westerwork Industries, B-8, Commerce 
Centre, Tardeo Road, Bombay. 34, have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, 
the Ccnirul Government hereby applies the provi- 
sions of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come 
into force on the thirty first day of March, 1970. 

[No. S-35017 (70)/71-PF.II(l).] 

piosrro 1513. — fire Perm ttpitpY p? ttYt 
?YfiT I fpfifip fifififi fip fit- 8, PPTfi fififi, filfiYfi 

fiYfi, firfii-3 4 filfifi fifilfifi t fiR£ ffifilpp pft“ Pfi- 
firffifiY Pt fiffiTfiT fiTfi fifi fiffffi ?Y fif % fp PfiPRT 
fiffiCfiffitvjfiYTfT^fiPfifTFfifirfif'PTfi, 19 52 ( 1952 
PT 19) P fififiR fififi RTfifi PT PTfi fpfi filfi ; 


spu, D’fi, fifi-r fifuffififi Pt ritt 1 Pt TfiETPr 
( 4) JUT fififi fiifidfiY PI fifiYfi pvfi |fi 
TZPK Tfifi wrfpr Yiwsr ppt Pfim pY q;Tfi£ifir 

fiPT PTfii t I 

fi? 1 970 P filfi, p 3 Ifi ffifi pY fififi 

ff twY firEfir 1 

[fio iTfi-35017(70)/71-fiYo trp 0 2 ( 1 )] 

S.O. 1514 - — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 0 of th- : Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), the Central Guv-rnn ent, alter making 
necessary enquiry rtu the j 1:1 ter, hereby specifies, 
with effect mom Liu thirty 7 -si day of March, 1970, 
the establishment known us M isrs Westerwork In- 
dustries, E-", Commerce Cent 'e, Tardeo Road, 
Bombay, 34, for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No S 15017(70)/71-PF.II(i).J 
ht'o fiTo 151 4- — FTtfi fit ITT PfififZt 'OifiR 

ffiFfi fitz 1 pififi fnftr fitirffip •, 1952 (1952 pr 
19 ) PY TiPT 0 p fififi fi TP Fi iPTfif PT fifitfi 

PTfi|fi, ffififi -if 5T F fi ^ 1 TTYp c nPfT 3 i fiPfi, 
19 7 0 R fi fill fip f fiPJtfi, fiY - 8 PlfiY fiZT, pT'Yfi 

Yifi, fitfi ^-34 fii'fip Pfiifi-i pY fTfirarvi b*Pi 'T’fjp p 

fifiRfil :iT ffifi ffiYrfc'F: PTTr I I 

[fio TTR-350 1 7 ' 7 u)/7j -tYo fT^ 0 2 (ii)J 

S.O. 1515.— Whereas It appears to the Centrul Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority or th® 
employees in relation to the est; blisbment Known a» 
Messrs Mercautih; Materials Private Limited, Sncha 
Sadan, 2nd Flo:r, i14-C, Chuichgate Reclamation, 
Bombay-20, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds ai d Family Pension 
Fund Act. 1952 (19 of laoS), snould be made appli- 
cable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to tnc said establishment. 

This notification shall he deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of December, 1970. 

[No. S. 35/17 (72)/71-PF.II(i).] 

TUoTTU 151 5. — fifi: YufM TTFR pY fi? IT TIM ?YdT 
^ fir fiTRT fififi, 

feftfi RR 114-fir, ffiFfififi-T, fiR7-20 fiffifir 

?fiTTfi ^ fiR.fi FfifitfiP fiYfi TTfi-TTffiR TftfiffifiJT Rf fiR 

fifi fifififi ?t fi^ t fV filfifiprY fiflR Ffifir fiYfi fiN-T fififi 

ffiffi fiFfiFfiJJfi, 1 95 2 ( 1 922 vl 19) % BfifiR 
^fiTfifi R fil^ filY 'RTf^rr ; 

FT;, m, fiffi fiffiifiifi iY fiTzr i # fiRirr ( 4 ) 
fiTCf fififi fifefiY fiir fifitfi ?rr %-fiYfi fifiipp; 

Ttfsrffififi % fififiR fifiT - fit it fit fiTTfrzi fifij fiziY Y 1 
fi? fiFsr^fifil 1 970 fi ffifiRR fit 3 it Ffifi fiY 
|f fifi?fY fihtfit 1 

[fio t^fi- 35017 ( 7 2 )/ 7 i-i\ o 2 (;)} 
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S.O. 1516.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1052 (19 of 
1952), the Central Government, after making neces- 
sary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies, with 
effect from the thirty first December, 1970, the estab- 
lishment known us Messrs Mercantile Materials 
Private Limited, Sneha Sudan, 2nd Floor, 114-C, 
Churchgate Reclamation Bombay-20, for the pur- 
poses of the said proviso. 

[No. S.35017(72)71-PF.II(ii),] 

VTodTo 1 516.— ffrr£fff ERinT IffNl ft dfd'sff fif'd 
sflr sti ffTR- ffffsr dfirffidd, 1952 ( 1952 ’Iff 19 ) 
iff am 6 % 5WT imjir TTH fid dfldtfi Iff ddlff IREf 
fit Emr£ faffd f dTffTffF dfd ffvE? % qiRTd 3 1 fffdKR, 

'J * ' 

19 70 A Add diffSTPd dflPcTd STCdT fErfadd, Efff 

TTd, fedtff TTK 1 1 4-df ddlA fEEdddd, «Fd^2tl 
ffftTT Effp-Tff Iff dTTSTET did IT-dT % IffTd'TT % fdV 
ffffdfTR TTrfl | 1 

[do tJd-35017( 72)/71- t ffof'fi° II(il)] 

S.O- 1517. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs. Delite Distrbulors “Delstar” 1st Floor, 9-9 A, 
Huglies Road, Bombay-26, have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1962 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notifleaton shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of December, 1979. 

[No. S. 35017 (71) /71-P.F.IKDJ 

UToSHo 151 7- — Id: iffgfff HRR I? If Sffffd ftdl 
| fir dd# fend? fedfapr# ''idEdrE” idfr, 
9-o-fi;, ipflR tit, ^^-26 im E*rm d Ems; 
ffid ld d sftr dddifrdf iff d|dsqr w did it Eifdd ff 
if | fir irffdrfr dfim faffer tfR jffJd Tdd fffFd srfd- 
fffdd 19 52 ( 1952 "Iff 1«) % did Edldd iff did 

firf nr? dlffn ; 

dd:, dd, did dfdfdffd Tf UKT 1 Iff WIU ( 4) 
CTTT 5T5TT dfldfff Iff SPfpT ITd gf ivdfd ETCITTE 5W 
dfdfffdd ir TT^Ed did dim Iff ffdfHTr dPJ imff 

li 

If dfd(]ddT 197 0 % fffdidT, % 31? fed TJ STfff 
gf dfi^f dTffff; 

[do hd-35017( 7l)/71-'ff°fUo 2(i)j 

S.O. 1513, — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment know as 
Messrs Patravali and Bhagwati, Fairy Manar, 5th 
A Floor 13„ Gunbow Street, Bombay- 1, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), should be made applicable to the said estab- 
lishment; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby applies the provi- 
sions of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of July, 1971. 

[No. S-35017/75/71-PF.II.) 

InodTo 1518- — Id: ffrdffl dCfTR Iff If ddld gfdl 
I fd 4ffd TJdTffdf tto? VTTffffdT, <frff tffE, SIT-ff, TdtE, 

1 3, ffffdf E$d, 1 dldT -ffTTff d dFffd fffdlffF 

?frT dddifrit iff dgmir m did it dgid gf if | fir 
ITddTEf dftdd fdfd d>T ddd fffff dfsrFddd 1952 
( 1952 Iff 19) % ddddr did Edldd iff did fffiTT dpf 
dtffq; 

dd:, dd, did dfdfddd Tt dHT 1 iff dWRT ( 4) 
5KT STdtT Vlfldfff Iff ddtd HTcT gd dEIffT did 

dfdfddd ?r dqra^ET tw Edm 1 ? >i^¥rt dPj; imr 

I; 

df dfd^mr 1971 I? ddli % 31? fid iff SBfd 

ft ddrsft snrrrfV i 

[d° Ujd— 35017( 75 )/ 71 -'ffo^o 2 ] 

SO. 1519. — Whereas It appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and tile majority of tho 
employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Vijay Sanitary Stores, 3684-Chowri Bazar, 
Delhi have agreed that the provisions of the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby applies the provi- 
sions of the said Act to the said establishment 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of November, 1970. 

INo. S-35019/93/71 PF.IL] 

Id°dT°l519- — ddh^^tffdEIffElitdf Sfiftd fftdT 
t fir ddf fidd dfffd'tr Edtd 3684, dlddj- dRTE, fdcdf 
dldir EdTId % EHdS fddldir ?ffE ITddTfctff I? 

dTd TE dfdd df t f% IffNtf dfdd ¥ftE 
JCTd ?dd fdfa dfsrfdffd, 1952 ( 1952 Iff 19 ) % 
dNPd did EdTdd dt ETT^ fdrqr dlf^tr; 

dd:, nd, did sffftrfdid i? dm 1 iff didm ( 4 ) 
jm ddd dfidii iff spfpr iri §tt ir^fq- En^rn: ot 
dfdfddd % dld^d did EffTId iff fi,ci<!ai El dFj: ITE(ff f I 

If dfd^ddT, 1970 % dd«R, lid fdd Iff 

EId?ff dTtpff; 

[do fd~3501 9( 9 3)/71' T ffofTfio 2 ] 

S.O. 1520.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known a» 
The Palamcottah Co-operative House Constructien 



Sic. 3(ii)J 


THE GAZETTE OF INDtA: JUNE 17, 1972/J YAISTHA 27, 18*4 


2277 


Society Limited, 0-1167 Perumalpurarn, Tirunel- 
veh-7 have agreed that the provisions of the Em- 
ployees' Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Ace, me 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of July, 1970. 

[No. 8/193/70-PF.II.J 

if>T°WTol52 0. — tpT: %dftd dddR %7 Tdid fid! 

| f% W 'TTT-ffT % 7 £T kbflkfed spR^TOd d 7 dRd 7 

Mdk, tit- 1167, 4 dddgrd, fkkrkfr- 7 didd Rim 
% dRTg: fddkPfi ifR d)4dir<tif %7 dgdW did TT 
d$dd ^Arfr dfkd fdfa %k fRd kid 

fdftr stfdfddd 1952 ( 1 962 dT 19 ) % ddddT 3 dd 

p<rm spt hpj; f%tr 5 rrd dif^r ; 

dd:, Sid, d*KT SlfeikEW %7 tfKI 1 %7 dddRT ( 4 ) 
5 TTT ddR drftddT dT ddtd dk 7 |tr %fd 7 d dRfiR ddd 
*rforPpT*r % ws to s«rm %7 npt 4 r 47 

I; 

d? ?rfa^ddT 1970 %7 sjvrk % ddd fod %7 spfsf 
inwt dTkft i 

[dSdT 8 / 193 / 70 - 470 (^ 0 - 2 ] 

New Delhi, the 20 th March 1972 
S.O.iSii- — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F 
of the Employees’, Slate Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), and 
in continuation of the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilita- 
tion (Department ot Labour and Lmploymcnt) No. S.O. 2777, 
dated die 5th July 1971 the Central Government, having regard 
to the locadon of the factories specified in column (4) of the 
Schedule hereto annexed in areas specified in column (3 7 of the 
said Schedule in the State of Haryana in which die provisions of 
Chapters IV and V of the said Act arc not in force, hereby exempts 
the said factories from die payment of employer’s special con- 
tribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act for a further 
period of one year from the date of expiry of the period specified 
in the said notification or until the enforcement of provisions of 
Chapter V of the said Act in those ureas, whichever is earlier. 


Schedule 


Serial 

No. 

Name of 
District 

Name of 
Areas 

Name of the factory 

U (i) 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 


1. Ambala , Abdullapur . Messrs. India Auto 

Sales Private Limited, 
Piniore Village. 


2 . Rohtak ,S| Rundli , Messrs. Essex Farms, 

17th Mile Slone 
Village Kundli. 


[F. No. S- 38017 / 14 / 71 -HD 
df fdccf7, 20dF% 1972 

vto^to 1521 .— «fHr 7 %7dT farfafadd, 

1948 ( 1941 3d 34) 4ft STO 73d CRT 5FTH dfaddf 


"FT TfiTh fiT<d | if dk dRd dGfTR % *STd, fRPTR 5fk 

jddfa rhtppt ( snr 4 k TtddR ftrdrn -)%7 dfa^ddr 4 o 

SRo 5TTO 2777, dkTd 5 1971% did 4 %k7d 

dGbG bd% 3dH4 dd^d7 it % RRd ( 4) 4 fdfdf?^ 

SR^Tdi %T "JLT tTJddT % PR4 3) 4 fdfdfdR 

of’trphT Rjtj % 7 % ifikf it, f^Rpt Hdtr Krfsrfknr % w&rm 

4 Sfk 5 % ddd^tj JldtT d[77 |, ddfkfd %t Edrd if 
f T 3 in LT^TTfi %t TO dfsrfddd % IT DIPT 5 -d % 
dSTisH t fddknn % fkrd dfknr % km 4, ddd wfsr- 
’Jddi 4 kfdfke: 3Trfj %7 ddrfk %f dktsr d w ^ 
%7 ddfd % fd4 dT dd efifi % f%4 dd dF f% ddd 
trfafddh % dt-dR 5 % dfidt-a 3d Wdt 4 ddd diff §7 
did, %r 4 t q^r ?t, ’’dds in se kit | i 




dd qiT dTd 

Re 

(fid W dHT 

dTT«T? *fd did 

(0 (2) 

(3) 

(4) 



ddd kddT trrd7 
dRT fdfd- 

Sd, fkfk fkrsr i 

1. (EPRTvTT 

ddtRn’jv, 

2. LT?idqrj 

5^447 

4d4 dn4d 

17%47dqddrdT 
dk 5«vf7 1 


[do '+To (^- 38017 / 14 / 71 - 1 ^ «rrf] 

SO. 1522., — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 'Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), and in constinuation of the riotiflea- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 1640 
dated the 27th March, 1971 the Central Government 
having regard to the location of the factory, namely 
Depot at Tondiarpet, Adyar, Ayanavaram, Tiruehira- 
palli and Coimbatore belonging to the Tamil Nadu 
State Transport Department in an area in which the 
provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act are 
in force, hereby exempts the said factory' from the 
payment of the employer’s special contribution levi- 
able under Chapter VA of the 3uid Act for a further 
period of one year with effect from the 24th March, 
1972 upto and inclusive of 1h» 23rd March, 1973. 

[No. F. 601 (4)/70-HI,] 

tpio STTo 1522. — d TRd dWT 5rf%fdinT, 
1948 ( 1948 diT 34) %t STRT 73d IRT JTdd WfWf 
(R SRtd »fR% 5% *fk dKd dRRR % dd, %k 
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g-refa BTTRB (»4B sfa R^PTR fBBTB) B^t WfergRTT 

R° BTo ?TTo 1 540 TlffET 27 BTR, 1971 % BB B 

fiBSTB RTBTR frfl TifktRrR, BBBR, STRfilBRB, ffR- 

fVrPTRff t«tt BrErTigi: Bit trfwiH ttrt BfotgR Ibbr 

if fPBGf I # uRt if, frroB BBT srfaffPHT % BTETTR 

4 Bffa 5 % BRTRt TBTT f, RTfRrfT BT FT FT if ttjt 

gif BBT BTRRlB «pt BBT RfaffiT B % STSRTR 5-BT % 

*nff*T Bsri^ntR faBRBr % farm % rttr % 2 4 bib, 

1972 ir 23 BTB, 1973 TBT fsRT^T ^ f^T RfrB%T 

|, itbt tftx ^ ■e f BrmFrfsr % fw (ttbttb r wz §rt & 1 

[Ro BT° 601 ( 4)/70-OT° Rlt°] 

S.O. 1523. — In exercise of The powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1943 (34 of 1948), and jn continuation ot the notifica- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Behabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) No. S-O. 1893 dated the 
2fith April, 1971 the Central Government having re- 
gard to the location of the Government Automobile 
Workshops at Madurai and Salem belonging to Tamil 
Nadu State Transport Department in an area in which 
the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said 
Act are in force, hereby exempts the said Workshops' 
from the payment of the employer’s special contri- 
bution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act 
for a further period of one year with ellect from the 
date of expiry of the period specified in the said 
notification upto and inclusive of the 5th January, 
1973. 

[File No. 601(75)/70-HI.] 


WfTo TfTo 1 523 : — B^RT^t TRR sfWT SlfsifRRB, 
1948 ( 1948BT 34) Bit STTT 7 3B STO RBTT BTfiTRf BT 
HflftR BRT gR TltT RRT 7RBTR BT STB, vTTRR Rtf f(UfT 
BcrtHR (NB bVt TfiPTR fwm) -ht BftPJRRT TTO 

ftt° 1893 , rTTflrar 2 6 1971 % br # %f?tR br- 

BTR BBBBT snBfBfBRN «rfvil4, BTRf BBT BT%B, At 
BfBBBTE BEBT BftRg'T fRBTR Bf RJRS ^ B 

fhfBTf BBT srfijfRtTB % RFRTR 4 sffr; 5 % BRBRT STBxT t, 
STTfRlfT Bit FRET Jf gt BBT BrRTBT^ Bit BBT RfklfT iB 
%■ ?TE3TRT 5— B> % BRUffiRtR fRRtBBT % fRBTT 

^frKIB % RRTR TT RiFrgRRT if fafTtBR BBftl Bit BBTtBT 
B>t 5 BBBBt, 1973 TB> iRRB iBB tft RftBfrfT 

BB Bit BTBRrfk % OfF^RT ^ff % I 

[Bo BTo 60 1( 75)/70-HRo Rlfo] 

S.O. 1524. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), and in continuation of the notifi- 
cation of Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and employment). No. S.O. 1935 dated the 
26th April, 1971 the Central Government having re- 
gard to the location of the Central Workshop, Rajas- 
than Ground Water Board. Industrial Estate, Jodh- 
pur in an area In which the provisions of Chapters 
IV and V of the said Act are in force, hereby exem- 
pts the said Workshop from the payment of the emp- 
loyer's special contribution leviable under Chapter 
VA of the said Act for a further period of one year 


with effect from the 30th January, 1972 uplo and in- 
clusive of the 29th January, 1973. 

[F. No. C01/78/70-HI.J 

Rb° Rio 1524 ' — RBBPt T|5R RTBT BfTTRBB, 
1948 ( 1948 BT 34) BT BRI 7 3T SRT 9Tvt TrfBBqT 
BT BBfB BRB gB sftv BRB RWR % ?TB, TfBBR STR 
JBBfB BBOT (BB B'k TtBBR f<B BTB ) , sft BnjgBBT 
B° Bllo BTo 1935, B?f cTREB 26 WETB, 1971 % B-B 
Jf %^ET BRB7R BJB '-'.BfTTlB, BWJR BTBRt BTR 
Bfs', BR?:, B»r OBf if, fBBff BBT 

BftTfBBB 5TSBB 4 BR 5 Br BBtI g, BBfhBffT BT 

RITBif Tm |B BBT BTRT1B Bff BtT TlftTf'TBB % 
BSBfB 5-T B? BeflB BTBgRfB fBBRTt BT fBBTB BfBTW 
% BTTB B 3 0 BfRTRf 1972 B 29 BBBff, 1 973 TBt 
fBB# Bg fTB Bf BftBfNT | nip BT B^f BT'TTBfsJ % 
BB^SRT TTf t I 

"N <Tc 

[b^ TR 60 l( 78)/70“tr^° ^ft 0 ] 

S.O. 1525. — In exercise of the powers coni’errei bi- 
section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), and in continuation of the notifica- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour, & Employment) No. S.O. 1894, dated the 
26th April, 1971 the Central Government having re- 
gard to the locution of the Public Works Department 
Workshop, Bhopal in an area in which the provisions 
of Chapters IV and V of the said Act are in force, 
hereby exempts the said workshop from the payment 
of the employer’s special contribution leviable under 
Chapter VA of the said Act for a further period of 
one year with ellect from the date of expiry of the 
period specified in the said notification upto and in- 
clusive of the 9th January, 1973. 

[No. F. 601 (79)/70"HIj 

BTo TfTo 1 52 5. — B^BRV RR JlBl ^ftjfTTB, 
i, 1948 ( 1948 BT 34)BT T7 V 74B 3RT STTTf StfBBBf 
BB BB>1 BRT fB BtT BRT RTBR % BB, TEBBR 
5ftT JBBfR B'dTBB (BB TRBR fBBTB ) B^t Bfe^BBT 
Tfo Blfo BTo 1894, TRtR 26 B#T, 1971 BT BB B 
TRBTR Bf'-BBT BBB fBBTB BBETB, BtBPT B-t pBT 
TIT B, [-TBB bTT Ttf-JTTBB % TTRTB 4 BT 5 -“TTBR 
SBrf f , BTT 'RTB B TTr’i BTT BTTRBTT BT BBT 

BfafTTB- Bi 5— BT % BdlB B^TrgNtB fTBTBBT % tritq- 
B'PPTTB ^ BfTB-TN B fBfofRB BTlN Bfr 
TRlR Bit RRlfR B 9 BBRlf, 1973 TBi fBBB f?B 
'Tft RpRf-vB f, ET BTR VB BTf BTTWrBftT ^ f'v[ otb^PT 
■ET Tdt t I 

[fjo BJo 601 ( 79)/70-h/B° SfTf'-’] 

S.O. 1526. — Whereas the Central Government is 
satisfied that the employee? ot the Electrical and Me- 
chanical Workshop Madras Airport, Madras under the 
control of the Ministry of Tourism and Civil Avia- 
tion, Government of India arc otherwise in receipt 
of benefits substantially similar to the benefit provid- 
ed under the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948, 
(34 of 1948). 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confer- 
red by section 90 of the said Act and in crmti.nuatiMi 
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of the notification of the Government of India in tne 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation. 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 
1841 dated the 19th April, 1971 the Central Govern- 
ment after consultation with the employees’ State 
Insurance Corporation, hereby exempts the above 
mentioned factory from all the provisions of the said 
Act for a further period of one year with effect from 
the 1st February, 1972 upto and inclusive of the 31st 
January, 1973. 

[No. F. 8W83/70-HL] 
RJTo NT° 1 526. — Tel: kkfN tK+R TR Nf RRTNH 
ft RRT | fk RRR RTRTT % TNRR Nk: fdHHd % 

NRRJ k ftFlRRH froT RkfkRR trETR, R3TR RNTRIE 
RSTR % RRRRTk kt RRRKT THN RfRI nFnFtRR; 
1948 ( 1 948 RT 34) R NSftR RRRfkjR NRFrNTR 

<kff rttr: RTRT | I 

NR:, NT RRR NfkfRNR RT am 90 sTTT NRR HlPfRNf 
RT NNfR RTk f N Nk: RTTR RTRTT k NR TTRRTT N*k JRkfR 
RRTRN (NR Nkf TbUll < fRRTR ) kfNpdp^NRTRo 1841 
RlffN 1 9NNR, 1 97 1 k RR k kkfN RTRTT RRRTTt TF?N 

rFrt fknr k m <in»I Rrk k nettr rrrtttt J4d rretet 

RT RTR nFnFrRR % NRRHR % 1 RTRTt, 1972 % 31 
RRRTf, 1973 RR, FRRk Nf fkr kt RfkFHR 

sfk RN kt NRFn k fvnr SR kft | I 

[Ro TTO Ro 601 ( 83)/70-TTNoNTfo] 

New Delhi, the 28 th March 1972 

S.O. 1527. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 5D of the Employees’ Pro- 
vident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour. Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O. 785 dated the 23rd Feb- 
ruary, 1968, the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri J. M. Pandya as Regional Provident Fund Com- 
missioner for the whole of the State of Rajasthan 
to assist the Central Provident 1 Fund Commisioner in 
the discharge of his duties, vice Shri U. M. Patni. 

[No. 17 (63)/64-PF.I(i).] 

R§ few#, 28 RTN, 1972 

RTo RT° 1 52 7. — RRNITf RfRH FrFn RRT 
fRH RER FrFn nFnFrNR, 1 952 ( 1952 RT 19) kt 
STITT 5N kt RNSTRT ( 2) NUT NRR HfkHI RT NNtR 

rtR §tt Nk rttr rtrtt % nr, t^irtt kk jRrfR 

RRTRN (NR Nk 1 T fRRTR ) kt NfT^RRT Ro RToNTo 
785 RrffN 23 RTRTf, 1968Rt nFsTRTR RTft ft[ R?skr 
RTRTT sf\ PRo <HRt % PRH NT Nt Ro NjNo NPNTT 

kt krffN rFnn fkfsr ntnnr kt RRk rrht rt Frr^r 

RT% k R^NRT kt % fRTT, RRTR T1EPTH THT % fw 
NTR3TTT NTRfHR RpT’R FtFj NTNRT FRNNR RTRt | I 

[k° 17(63)/64-Rto tKRo I(-;)] 

S.O. 1528. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 19o2 (19 of 
1952), and in supersession of the notification of the 


Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O. 786 dated 23rd February, 
1968, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
J. M. Pandya to be an Inspector for the whole of the 
State of Rajasthan for the purposes of the said Act 
and of any Scheme framed thereunder, in relation to 
any establishment belonging to, or under the control 
of the Central Government, or in relation to any 
establishment connected with a railway company, a 
major port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled in- 
dustry. 

[No. 17/63/64-PF.I (ii) .] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 

N>T° NTo 1528- — TRRTRt RfkR fRfR $fk fEJR 
TER fakf RfafdRR, 1952 (l952 TR 19) # RIRT 
1 3 RI RTRRT ( 1 ) gRT SRtT RfklRi TT RRH TRcT 
|tr NR R1RR RTRR % NR, UNRR NTT JRTTR RNTRT 
(NR NR ■ NNRR FtRIR) kr Nf'RRNRr Rkn RTo Nfo 
786 RR[N 23 TRkk 1 968 kt nFr^H kktR 

RTRR RclTSKl NI No itro RTTTr kt RTT NftrfRRR 
Nk RR% NRtR fTTfNR fkRt TktR k NRTNRT k fRIT 

kktr rtrr k ri RRk fRJrNirrNtR fkkt purr k rfr-st 
R RI fkRt TR RPTRr, RflRfTR, RTR NI RR NT NT FrtFnR 
RRTR k RkfEH fktfr PTTTR k RFRRT R Rtpof TINFRIR 
TI 5 R k NRT k Frit FfiftNU FfiRRcT TRRt | I 

[Ro 17 ( 63 )/ 64 -<ft° TTRTo I ( ii) ] 
RRRtR fRJ, NTT rFnT | 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 6th March, 1972 

S.O. 1529. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (1) of article 258 of the Constitution the Presi- 
dent hereby entrusts with the consent of the Govern- 
ment of Jammu and Kashmir, the function of Central 
Government under The Trade Unions Act, 1926 (16 of 
1928), in relation to trade unions whose objects are not 
confined to, and whose head office is situated in that 
State to that State Government. 

[No, S.13013/1/71-LR.I.] 

(nr Nk: TfRRTT Fnrtr) 

Rf FrvRF 6 RIR, 1972 

T>To nTo 152 9. — TUTrFr, rFnRTR k NT^k? 25 8 
k NR 1 gTTI NRR RfTRNf RT NNFt TRR nit tTRRSTTI 
R«T^ ^ TRRk kf RfRfR k HTRTN RR NfkfRNR, 
1926 ( 1 9 2 6 RT 16) k NRtR kkkr RTR1R k fTNf 
klRR 3NRRIN RRtk TRRT k fRRk R^N R IT F r n 
RR THN k F?NR I Nk FRRk Rf?N RR (H7 r[Frr 
R|Y RR TI5N RTTRT kf Rkk f I 

[Ro NR-1 301 3/l/7 1-NRo NTTo Nit 0 ] 

New Delhi, the 25 th March 1972 

S.O. 1530.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (I) of section 83 of the Mines Act, 1952 
(od 01 1952), the Central Government hereby exempts 
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for a period of five months or till the cessation of the 
operation of the Proclamation of Emergency issued by 
the President under Clause (I) of article 352 of the 
Constitution on the 3rd day of December, 1971, which- 
ever is earlier, all the mines from the following pro- 
visions of the said Act, namely: — 

(i) Section 28, 

(ii) Section 29, 

(id) Sub-section (1) of section 30 and sub-section 
(1) of section 31 in so far as the said sub- 
sections restrict the number of weekly hours 
to fortyeight, and 

(iv) Section 33, 

Subject to the condition that: — 

(a) no person shall be employed on more than 
one weekly day of rest out of every four 
weekly days of rest, and 

(b) the exemption made by this notification shall 
apply only to the employment of persons on 
one weekly day of rest out of every four 
weekly days of rest. 

[No. S. 29014. T4/71-MI.] 
df fcvfr, 25RTd, 1972 

«*rr° Wo 1530 . — srrr dftrfwr 1952(195241 
35)^ snn 83 # 3 W 4 i( ^TsrtrPr 

afiRT dRER, ddT ISTRf drT ddd dfdfJm % 

fTRTf^ftRT dTTOff ft ITT dTd dft ddfff UT STPTRT 
fwfd tY grtYrit , wr 41^9% ms dPrard % urur 
352 % (1) %■ 'sra’Fr 1971 

fed Nifr Jit $ spror w jmrfer tef, gi dt tiTO 
?), % fop pTRRT qs % , ddfa . 

( 1) trnr 28 , 

(2) am 29, 

(3) am 3 o# 3 wtt ( 1) d«rram 31 

am ( 1 ) , wr get dddiff $■ 

grY iforr srsrrfofo (dir) gg- fdtford 

TOdY dk 

(4) am 33, 

*d % Gwnfrr fo — 

(g) 4 Y sitS^et, irniffi girt % srf^r 
fori Jr Jr fefr pd grig % amTf^- 
for Jr dfar- fT 4 tf 3 Er dfr fw gtpgt, 
TTGT 

(g) 

% sfoR gr fedf 4 it rf grig % amrr^ 
fvd % fop strferifr % fadfoG 94 4I Grp 
4TGY 1 

[4To pd° 290/4/( 1 4) /7 1— ITrf] 


ORDER 

New Delhi , the Sill Met^h 1972 

1531.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
p that an industrial dispute exists between the 


employers in relation to the management of Messers 
Dchri Rohtas Light Railway Company Limited, Dal- 
mianagar and their workmen in respect of the mat- 
ters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of sertion 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adju- 
dication to the Central Government Industrial Tri- 
bunal. (No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether tbo management of Messbrs Dehri 
Rohtas Light Railway Company Limited, 
Dalmianagar is justified in denying the benefit 
of the scale of pay of mason and blacksmith 
to Sarvashri Ram Briksha, basic tradesman 
mason and Ram Raj, basic tradesman black- 
smith, who are performing the duties of 
mason and blacksmith from 1st June, 1965 
and 20th June, 1970 respectively? If not, to 
what relief are they entitled?” 

TNo. L-41012/4/72-LR.m.j 
B. K. SAKSENA, Tinder Secy. 


d£ frcNt, 6 GTG, 1972 

VU’NTo 1531- — GG: %dfYd TOT *pY ITT & fo 
sg?T RTRnr Jf fofofce fom 3r GrJ Jr to ^rfr 

4'tfTTG GT44 ^ TOdfY fofdEy, IHRfGGTGRT %■ 5}5RT- 

tfo F GTOa fodYspk ?fk 4R% Rfokf dYefYfw 

fadre fem 

dd: TRIG TOT RFT f’GGK TY RrGfGGGR 
% fop fdJffod grit gYwgYg ddifoY ^ ; 

frt:, sr?, stMPtf Ptot srftrfTTrr, 1947 ( 1947 

3FT 14) ^ RT4T 10 g'TtRTr ( l) % >3W (sr) gTTT 
mfrort 4T JFftT 4TO |tt, Rrmr: 
fddK TT ^ET R17T 7-4T % ?T #T dfef 

Tf44T7 Tfr?ftfJTT ?riWTN (Re l), EPTTfDS ^ 
vmfofa* ^ fvF? ffiffNR TTcfr % 1 

4TT RR4 Tl^dTIT rTTSTT TOTff HtT+ldS', 
dlNfroTOTT ^ m TPT^ST, dftnr flTTOR Trar siYt 
rpriTO tfnT s'TTnJfi niztt, sfr wr: ttn ?fk 
5fT 95 ? ft WT, 1 965 wYt 20 1 970 R TTR ?P4 44 

7Td ??T4 % 4 -M hid 4R tr^fwnr Jr ?? 4 T 4 

T4^r 9?r TRTdlfr ^TFTlfdd | ? 41^4^41# fTR 
% ^PfT4 t ? 

[Ro md- 4101 2/ -l/7 2 -FT o dR 0 -HI] 

dTo dd4dr, ?r<4 Rfd'd 1 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 18 th March, 1972'. 

S.O. 1532.' — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 5 of the Iron Orq Mines 
Labour Welfare Cess Act, 1961 (58 of 19615 regjl with 
rule 31 of the Iron Ore Mines Labour Welfare Cess 
Rules, 1963, the Central Government hereby specifies 
the Commissioner of Labour, Andhra Pradesh, Hyder- 
abad, to be the Iron Ore Mines Cess Commissioner 
who shall be responsible tor the assessment ahd col- 
lection of the Cess levied under the said Act in the 
State of Andhra Pradesh with effect from the afternoon 
of 2nd August, 1971 and make the following amend- 
ments in the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 
2790 dated the 19th September, 1965, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification against se- 
rial number 1, in column (1) for the entry Deputy 
Commissioner of Labour, Hyderabad,” the following 
entry shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Commissioner of Labour, Andhra Pradesh, 
Hyderabad.” 

[No. U/19012/8/71-M.III.] 

(nr tIwrtt farwr) 

fif fcpfT, 18 RV?, 1972 

VTo RTo 1532. — 1-flg RqH> ri fu d +v4l' , i 

RfiRTT ffiRR, 1963 % fefiR 31 % RIR Rfed sfa NRRR 
NTR NffiRT TOT NfaffiRR, 1961 (1961 ^158) 
sttu 5 jpt rrutti ( 1 ) Rim tr spfPr 

direr gof, rtrrt rrrsttt nfet sfeur, Sturts % 

NR VPRKT RTf cffe TPRRT ISTTR RTFT NRJW faffifeisr 
wt t u?r nrw trir $ rrr NftrfcfiR % wsfto 
wi fastuR sftr 13 % ^ rr 2 sppfr, 

1 97 1 % ?r RTTTSTifV ?>TT, Rfe RTTd RTRiTT % NR 
RNTOR aft NffRJRRT R° RR° RT° 2790, 
dlfte 19 ffifUNT, 1963, % ffiTfiferfild r RST>RR RfTrft 
I, SrVRT 

"rrr TrfsrgRRT if %r wt i % 

RTRVl TOER ( 1) if "RfiTRRR, NR, Sffafe- 

Ri TNH RT 9 Ptffe NfemtRd r?T 'Jilllfit, 

WR% : — 

"nr npjrr, 

NFET 

Isumis r 

[R° ll/19012/8/71-l^ III] 

S.O. 1533.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 4 of the Iron Ore Mines Labour Welfare Cess 
Act, 1961 (5B of 1961), read with clause (ii) of rule 3 
of the Iron Ore Mines Labour Welfare Cess Rules, 
1963, the Central Government hereby appoints with 
effect from the afternoon of the 2nd August, 1971, fHe 
Commissioner of Labour, Andhra Pradesh, Hydera- 
bad to be the Vice-Chairman of the Iron Ore Mines 
Labour Welfare Fund Advisory Committee for Andh- 
ra Pradesh, Hyderabad, constituted bv the notification 
of the Government of India, in the Ministry of Lab- 
our, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 4260 dat<?d the 


18th November, 1968, and makes the following further 
amendment in the said notification, namely: — 

In the said notification, against serial number 2, for 
the existing entry, the following entry shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: — 

"Commissioner of Labour, Andhra Pradesh, 
Hyderabad. 

Vice-Chairman”. 

[No. U/19012/8/71SM.III-] 
C. R. NAIR, Under Secy. 

RlT° KTo 1533. — N't? NRTR> ^Tfi NfRRT RwRTR 
RRRIT ffiRR 1963 % ffiRR 3 % ^ (ll) % RTR fifed 
vftg NfiTRI UTPT NfRRT RwRTN 3WT NfdffiRR 1961 
( 1961 RR 58) Rt trra 4 SRT RRTT RTfedfif RR RRlR 
RNR gV, TOR IRP^KT NR NTRRd, RUN K&T, 

&RTTR7S Rif 2 NRTd 1971 % WKg % NFN R^RT, 
vAg (aid p -4 pH W> nefiin fdfd Riii^RiR 

fifRfd RR, df RTTR RTRRT % NR, TtNRTT *flT Sfififfi 
RdTdR ( NR wfe TtdfiTT ffiRTR) 7 Ft NftryNRl Ro RRo NT° 
4260, differ 18 RUNT, 1968, 3TTT fifed Rff fi£ fit, 
TRITON fefiRd RTTfif ^ nj<m Nfy^ndi if Nlfi 
ferfifedfifR RHIRR fiNrff ft, Nfifd I — 

“dfid Nfe^NRT if fi>R Ro 2 % RPfe ffiRRTR 
fifeffe % TRTR fiT ffiffiferfefd fifeffe RfeTfiTfed 
ife NPPff, WRIR — 

"NR NTfifiR, 

NT1N N^I, 

IdTIRTfi I RRISRN T 

[Rc fi/19012/8/71-RR III] 

RVo NRo RTR , NRT RffiN I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 22nd March, 1972 

S.O. 1B34.- — Whereas the Central Government being 
satisfied that the public interest so requited had dec- 
lared by a notification made in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause 
(n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Afet, 1947 
(14 of 1947), being the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour Sc Rehabili- 
tation (Department of Labour & Employment) No 1 , 

S.O. 3832, dated the 17th September, 1971, the ser- 
vice in the uranium industry, to be a public utility 
service for the purpose of the said Act for a' period 
of six months from the 20th October, 1971; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that public interest requires the extension of the said 
period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confer- 
red by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of ' clause (n) 
of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) tne Central Government hereby 'declares the 
said industry ot be a public utility service for tfle 
purpose of the said Act for a further period of six 
months from the 20th April, 1972. 

[No. F. S, UQ25A0/72-LR.I5 
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(>snT*fk TmTTT f«UUff) 

uf fTO#, 2 2 Iff#, 19 72 

«To!rro 1534 . — tot: brer tot brinr 

fr ^ tt fa hett far t ttrt #rffiRr to, sfteftfaF ^tot 

*lftlf^nT, 1947( 1947 ¥1 14)# TOUT 2 HE (t)% 

3W ( VI) % % tor?# % sejr tot t ’TfugTOTT 

*rrer uwi % sw, tTsetr qrorfa tostr (^t 

#R t^rr faflHl) # wffjgHTO flo Too TO° 3 8 32, 
TO#H 17 fiTcHTT, 19 71 gTRT ^tf^TR ttlTT T #?T 

# tor srferfanr % srTDfar % finr 20 1971 

Sr 'S: HR # TTHFrfsr % f*TG[ Hfa TOT## #f#T f%TO 

«u; 

#T TOT: 4i r slT HTORR # TR fa Hfa f^?T Sf -fYl 
TOHT###®: HR # #T T.RRffJ % f#7; TORT 
TORT RTftlcT | I 

?tct: hto ## f#h fronr hM-tth, i947( 1947 ttt 
14 ) #stpt 2 % j to? (?)%TWoir(VI)%T?75^TnT 
tth vrPrmf tt srr sf# g-nr # 5 # irw TRgrm 

TOHR # TOTOT #fcJ fal H % 5RTTO# % f%I? 20 'M JfT, 
1972 % HR # sflT WTRffer % f#r nfa TOT## 
#IT #TOT TR# | I 

|#° Tffo TH-11025/lo/72-#T°WRo I] 

New Delhi, the 30th May 1972 

S.O. 1535. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
rlal Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), th e Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, In the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers In relation to the Bank of 
Baroda and their workmen, 'Which was received by the 
Central Government on the 25th May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present : 

Sri P. S, Ananth. B.Sc., B.L., Chairman, Industrial 
Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad, 

Industrial DisimrE No. 6 of 1970 

Between 

Workmen of Bank of Baroda, Hyderabad — 
Petitioner, 

AND 

The Management of Bank of Baroda, Hyderabad-— 
Respondent. 

Appearances : 

Sri P. Vivekananda Rao, General Secretary. Bank 
of Baroda Employees’ ETnjon, A.P., for peti- 
tioner 

Sri K. Srinivasa Murthy, Hony. Secretary & Direc- 
tor of Federation of A.P. Chambers of Com- 
merce & Industry, Hyderabad, for respondent. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by its Order No, 23/84/69/LR III dt. 
15th January, 1970 referred the following dispute under 
Section 10(l)(d) of thp Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 


(hereinafter referred to as the said Act) for adjudi- 
cation by this Tribunal, namely: 

"Having regard to. the provisions contained In 
clause 14.3(c) of the Bipartite Settlement dated 
the 19th October, 1966 rifaether the demand of 
the Bank of Baroda Employees’ Union (A.P.) 
Hyderabad, for payment of overtime allowance 
of Sh. Ch. Appalaswamy, Watchman cum-pCon 
of the Vizagapatnam Branch of the Bank for 
the extra hours worked by him over and 
above the limits prescribed under clause 
14.2(c) from 19th October, 1966 onwards 
is justified? If so. t 0 what relief the workman 
is entitled?" 

This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dispute 
No. 6 of 1970 and notices were Issued to the parties. 
For the purpose of convenience the concerned workman 
is referred to as the petitioner and the Bank of Baroda 
is referred to as the respondent in the course of this 
award. 

2. Th e petitioner is represented by the Bank of 
Baroda Employees’ Union, Andhra Pradesh and the 
General Secretary of the Union filed the claim statement 
contending as follows : The petitioner Appalaswamy is 
a watchman-eum-peon at the Bank’s Branch office at 
Vlsakhapatnam. The Bank was extracting 8 hours of 
work from the petitioner though under the Bipartite 
Settlement arrived at between the All India Banks Em- 
ployees’ Association and the Indian Banks Association 
on 19th October, 1966 as per clause 14.3(c) the peti- 
tioner has to put in work as laid down in clause 
14.2 (c) of the said settlement. From clause 14.3(c) of 
the said settlement It is clear that the working 
hours of Watch and Ward staff members shall be 8 
hours in a period of 24 hours except In the 
cases of watchman-eum-peon and peons working 
as watchman or armed guard. In the case of 
Watchman-eum-peon the working hours as laid down in 
clause 14.2(c) of the said settlement are applicable for 
the period during which he works as a peon and for the 
period during which he works as a watchman or armed 
guard and also of a neon who is required to work as 
watchman. This lays down the working hours of ail 
the subordinate staff other than those of Watch and 
Ward Staff and Drivers. As such the watchman-cum 
peon is not excluded from the working hours applicable 
to the peons under clause 14.2(c) of the said settlement. 
So. the watchman-cum-peon will be required to 
put In 7 hours of work on week days and 4i 
hours on Saturdays as per clause 14.3(c) Irres- 
pective of the fact whether he works as a peon or 
as a watchman and or armed guard as laid down In 
clause 14.2(c). In Chapter XX of the said settlement, 
which deals with combine designations, part time em- 
ployees, temporary employees etc., in para 20.1 clearly 
lays down that if an employee on a regular assignment 
performs certain duties which entitled him to special 
allowancp the same will not be disturbed. So the logi- 
cal conclusion could be drawn that in so far as double 
designatories are concerned the workmen are entitled 
for all benefits of a designation among the two desig- 
nations. The peons in Banks do not work as watchman 
and watchmen as peons. It is only through this parti- 
cular combined designation of wa tchmen-cwm-peon 
the Baks are given by the said settlement the benefit 
of getting from a watebman-ettm peon the work of a 
pepn and also of a watchmen. But this 
does not in any way give the right 
to the Banks to exploit the employee to 
work for 8 hours simply because he would he discharg- 
ing the duties of a peon and also a watchman whenever 
he is called upon. The respondent has been overlooking 
completely the provisions of clause 14,3"(c) of the said 
settlement in resr>ect of the petitioner and it has been 
extracting working hours relating to the watchman du- 
ring the period when he worked as a peon and also as 
a watchman. To substantiate the claim of the petitioner 
as to the violation of the said settlement the petitioner 
submits that the respondent violated the provisions of 
clauses 14.0 and 14.7 of the said settlement and extracted 
overtime beyond the maximum stipulated at 175 hours 
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of overtime work in a year. The respondent had been 
making gross violation of clauses of the said settlement. 
The respondent has oeen denying the public holidays to 
the petitioner. Tne petitioner has to get overtime 
wages for the hours of work he was made to put in 
from 10th October, 1960 beyond the hours of worn he 
has to put in as per clause 14.2(c) of the said settlement. 

3. The respondent in Its counter while extracting the 
relevant clauses of the said settlement contended as 
follows; This Tribunal has no jurisdiction to deal with 
this matter as me issue involved the correct interpreta- 
tion of clauses 14.2(C) and 14.3(c) of the said settlement 
and the difficulty or doubt In regard to the interpreta- 
tion of the said clauses should have been referred to 
such Labour Couit/Tiibunal or National Tribunal as it 
might have thougm fit for the interpretation of clauses 
14.2(c) and 14.3(c) of the said settlement under Section 
36A of the said Act. This Tribunal has also no juris- 
diction to try this case unlike the Labour Court exercis- 
ing power under Section 33(C)(2) of the said Act. It Is not 
an executing Court with powers to order execution of 
the provisions of the said settlement. The petitioner 
who is substantively a watchman must normally be 
treated as a member of the Watch and Ward Staff as 
controlled by clause 14.3(c) and entitled to lesser hours 
of work under clause 14.2(c) only when he works 
as a peon. In other words a watchman-cum-peon will be 
a member of the subordinate staff other than driver and 
watch and ward staff on the days on which he works as 
peon and watchman- cum- peon will be a member of the 
Watch and Ward Staff on the days on which he works 
as a watchman for the purpose of his respective hours 
of work, Since It could not have been the intention of 
the contracting parties to provide in the said settlement 
that the hours of work of a watchman-cwm-peon, irres- 
pective of the nature of duties he has to perform (whe- 
ther of a peon or of a watchman), will b e 7 hours r>er 
day on week days (excluding Saturdays) and 4J hours 
per day on Saturdays. A special clause, namely, clause 
14.3(c) has been envisaged In the settlement. It Is am- 
ply clear from the fact that the speciflc provision in res- 
pect of the hours of work of the Watch & Ward Staff 
is made in clause 14.3(c) and it Is provided therein that 
the hours of work of the Watch & Ward Staff shall be 3 
hours in a period of 24 hours. It is, therefore, obvious 
that what is intended is that a Watchman-cum-peon 
when he works as a t»eon is a member of Subordinate 
Staff for the purpose of hours of work and he is a mem- 
ber of the Watch & Ward Staff when he works as a 
Watchman. So clauses 14.2(c) and 14.3(c) if read toge- 
ther mefan that the hours of work of a watchman-cum- 
peon when he works as a watchman shall be 8 hours, 
that is, the hours of work of a member of the Watch 
and Ward Staff and 7 hours when he works as a Peon, 
that is, the hours of work of a member of the Subor- 
dinate Staff, that is substantively appointed as a peon. 
The petitioner was properly required to work for 8 
hours when he was doing th e duties of a watchman and 
.for that purpose he has been considered the member of 
the Watch and Ward Staff. The Interpretation given 
by the Union that the watchman-cum-peon is not exclu- 
ded from the working hours applicable to the neons 
under clause 44.2(d) Is not correct. Clause 14.12 re- 
ferred to bv the Union Is not relevant in the present 
dispute. The Union have referred to Chapter XX ot 
the said settlement merely to confuse the issue because 
clause 20.1 of the said settlement is irrelevant In the 
present dispute. Whenever the petitioner was required 
to work as a watchman he was treated as a member of 
the Watch and Ward Staff and was properly required to 
work for 8 hours and whenever he was required t 0 work 
as a peon he was r>rnper]y required to work for 7 hours 
on week days and 4i hours on Saturdays. From the 
Annexure A -enclosed to the counter showing the actual 
working hours of the petitioner from 9th October, 1908 
to 20th February, 1989 It la clear that the petitioner was 
required to put in the hours of work applicable to the 
Watch and Ward Staff when he worked as a watchman 
and he wag required to put in the hours of work per- 
taining to the peons whenever he was required to work 
as peon. On the occasions the petitioner had to work 
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over and above the respective stipulated hours of woes 
he \yus paid overtime accordingly. The Union ha* i-e 
ferred to clauses 14.6 and 14.7 merely to confuse the 
issue and this Is not included m the terms of reference. 
There are no arrears of overtime wages to tie paid to 
the petitioner. The allegation that’ the petitioner was 
not granted public holidays is outside the terms of refe- 
rence and therefore not relevant. The allegation that 
the Bank has been denying public holidays <0 the peti- 
tioner Is denied. Clauses 14.13(a), (b) and (c) deal with 
the weekly off and holidays for the Watch and Ward 
Staff. The wording of clause 14.13(c) Is such that by 
necessary implication It may be said that a watchman- 
cum-peon ior the period during which he works as a 
watchman would not be entitled to any intervening holi- 
day observed by the Bank because during that period 
he would be considered to be -a member of 'he Watch 
and Ward Staff. The watchman-cum-peon ig paid in 
addition to the salary payable, which is the same as 
peon, special allowance of Rs. 7.00 per month, payable 
to watchman (being a member of. the Watch and Ward 
staff) irrespective of the fact that at times watchman- 
cum-peon is required to Work as peon and during that 
time his hours are as that of a peon. So the Intention 
of the contracting parties was to treat watchman-cum- 
peon as dealt with Watch and Ward Staff under clause 
14.3(c), especially a member of the Watch and Ward 
Stati giving the management their right to take the 
work of a neon from a Watchman-cum-peon as and 
when the Banks are required. Th e petitioner is being 
paid speial allowance of Rs. 7.00 per month throughout 
the month, although he is required to work as watch- 
man on occasions as and when it is necessary. The 
Union cannot claim overtime allowance to the petitioner, 
The vague allegations made by the Union in respect of 
violations generally made by the Bank are untrue, base- 
less and irrelevant. 

4. Now the dispute that Is referred to for adjudication 
by this Tribunal is having regard to the provisions con- 
tained in clause 14.3(c) of th e Bipartite Settlement 
dated the 19th October, I960 whether the demand of the 
Bank of Baroda Employees Union (A.P.) Hyderabad, for 
payment of overtime allowance of Sh. Ch. Aopala- 
swamy, watchman-cum-peon of the Visakhapatnam 
Branch of the Bank fo r the extra hours worked by him 
over and above the limits prescribed under clause 
14.2(c) from 19th October, I960 onwards is justified? 
If so, to what relief the workman is entitled? 

5. In the counter one of the contentions urged is that 
this Tribunal haa no jurisdiction to decide the present 
dispute. It is contended by th e learned counsel for the 
respondent that It is only the 3rd schedule to the said 
Act which refers to the matters which ere within the 
jurisdiction of this Tribunal, that the present kind of 
dispute i- s n °t referred to therein, that the present claim 
is virtually on the basis of settlement and that this 
matter comes under Secton 33(C) of the said Act which 
refers to recovery of money due from an employee and 
that it is only the labour Court which has jurisdiction 
and so this Tribunal has no Jurisdiction to decide the 
present dispute the petitioner’s representative on the 
other hand contended that there is no computation of 
mor?y value and so Section 33(C) of th P said Act does 
not come in that it is only the interpretation of the 
clauses that Is Involved in the present case and so this 
Tribunal hSs jurisdiction. As contended by the peti- 
tioner’s representative it is only the interpretation of 
clauses 14.3(c) and 14.2(c) of the said Settlement that 
is involved in the present case and all thut has to be 
seen Is whether the petitioner should work ior 8 hours 
if he works as watchmen and for 7 hours when he 
w’orks as peon in view of his designation as watchman- 
cum-peon or whether he should work only for 7 hours 
whether he worked as watchman-o r peon. So the ques- 
tion of recovery of any money due under any settle- 
ment that Is contemplated does not arise in this case 
and so Section 33(6) of the said Act has nothing to dc 
with the present dispute. Practically this dispute 
relates to the hours of work of the petitioner consider- 
ing the nature of work done by the petitioner. I do 
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not And much force in the objection raised by the 
respondent that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
decide the present dispute. So the objection raised by 
the respondent about jurisdiction of this Tribunal to 
decide the present dispute is overruled. 

6. Coming to the merits of the case on the side of the 
petitioner W.Ws.l.to 3 were examined and Ex. W.l was 
marked and on the side of the respondent M.W.l was 
examined and Ex. M-l was marked. The petitioner has 
been working as Watchman-cum-peon in the Visakha- 
patnam Branch of the respondent. The petitioner has 
been doing the duties of a peon or a watchman as the 
case may be as seen from the annexure Ex. M.l. Ex. 
W.l is the letter of appointment given to the petitioner 
who has been examined as W.W.3. From Ex, M.l and 
from the evidence of M.W.l who was previously work- 
ing as Agent of the respondent branch at Visakhapatnam 
it is seen that whenever the petitioner worked as a 
watchman he was asked to work for 8 hours and that, 
whenever he worked as a peon he was asked to work 
for 7 hours and that whgnever the petitioner worked 
for more than 8 hours as watchman and more than 7 
hours as peon, he was being given overtime aliowance. 
Now the contention of the petitioner is that even though 
he is working as watchman-cum-peon, he is not 
excluded from the wroklng hours as applicable t 0 the 
peons under clause 4.2(C) of the said settlement and so 
he has to put in only 7 hours of work on all the days 
except on Saturdays and 4$ hours of work on Saturdays, 
whereas the Bank had been extracting work for 8 hours 
a day whenever the petitioner worked as watchman and 
so the petitioner is entitled to the overtim e allowance 
for the hours he worked over and above the 7 hours. 
The contention of the respondent is that whenever the 
petitioner was required to work as watchman he was 
treated as member of the Watch and Word Stall and so 
properly required to work for 8 hours and that wher- 
ever he was required to work as a peon he was required 
to work for 7 hours on week days and 4J hours on 
Saturdays as applicable to a peon and so there Is no 
question of paying any overtime allowance whenever 
he worked as .a watchman for 8 hours. 

7. W.W.l (Sri V. Satyanarayana Murthyj is working 
as Shroff-eum-Godown Keeper in the respondent's 
branch at Hyderabad. He says that for a 
Godown Keeper 8 hours are the working hours, 
that the working hours of a shroff are 8J hours 
with a rest of J hour that because he was 
designated as Shroif-cum-Godown Keeper he has 
to work for GJ hours and that if he is asked to go to 
the godowns after 6J hours of work, h e will go but he 
will be entitled to overtime allowance. He himself says 
that there was no occasion for him to work in both 
departments for more than 6 A hours. Hts evidence is 
of not much use so far as the pftsent dispute is con- 
cerned. W.W.2 (Sri Mohammed Yousufddin) is work- 
ing as Watchman-cum-peon in Central Bank of India, 
Secunderabad Branch. He says that usually he works 
for 7 hours In all every day, that in this branch there 
Is shift system that he does the work of watchman- 
cum-peon simultaneously, that he would be rarely 
working as a watchman exclusively, that even on those 
days he worked for 7 hours per day, that whenever he 
works for more than 7 hours on any day he is paid 
overtime allowance and that even if he attends to the 
watchman’s duties for more than 7 hours, he Is paid 
overtime allowance. He says that shift is from 
8-15 a.m. to 12-00 noon in the morning and in the even- 
ing It is from 4-30 to 7-45 p.,m overy day except on 
Saturday when the Bank works frorn 8-15 a.m. to 
12-45 p.m., that the watchman has no shift hours, that 
as a watchman he works during the above working 
hours and that in between the morning and evening 
Sessions and in the night no watchman watches the 
premises as the Agent resides there. So his evidence 
Is to the effect that even though he is a watchman-cum- 
Peon he usually works only for 7 hours in all every day 
and that in his branch there is shift system. W.W.3 
(Sri Ch. Appalaswamy) says that two peons one watch- 
man and himself were appointed when the respondent's 
Branch was, opened at Visakhapatnam, that he used to 


do the work for 8 hours without any interval or rest, 
that he is now doing peon’s duty, that whenever a peon 
or a watchman applied for leave he would be asked to 
do their duties. He also says that he never used to be 
given lunch break properly and that he never used to 
be given holidays and that the respondent’s Branch at 
Visakhapatnam has not been observing the maximum 
overtime hours and it is also suggested to M.W.l that 
he has not been, observing the rules about giving 
holidays etc., and from this it is contended by the 
petitioner’s representative that the respondent’s branch 
at Visakhapatnam had been committing iregularities blit 
it in not necessary to considerThe question whether the 
petitioner was not being given any holidays etc, 
because they are not relevant for the purpose of this 
case. No-w the evidence of W.W.3 is to the effect that 
whenever the petitioner worked as watchman he was 
asked to work for 8 hours, M.W.l says that when the 
petitioner was working as a peon he was required to 
work for 7 hours on week days and 4£ hours on Satur- 
days, that if he worked as peon beyond 7 hours be 
would he paid overtime wages, that as watchman he 
was required to work 8 hours per day and that' if he 
worked as watachman beyond 8 hours he would be paid 
overtime. 

8. Now the point that needs consideration Is whether 
the petitioner though designated ns watchman-cuai- 
peon is entitled to worjj only for 7 hours whether he 
worked as watchman or peon as contended by the peti- 
tioner or whether the petitioner has to work for 8 hours 
whenever he is asked to work as peon and whether he 
has to work for 7 hours only whenever he works as 
peon as contended by the respondent. Now it is seen 
that a settlement was arrived at between the Bank 
Management and ‘their workmen on 19th October. 1966. 
So faT as hours of work and overtime are concerned 
they are referred to in Chapter XIV of th 0 settlement 
and the relevant clauses for the purpose of the present 
dispute are clauses 14.2(c) and 14.3(c) and It would be 
useful to extract these clauses for the purpose of seeing 
whether the contention of the petitioner Is correct or 
whether the contention of the respondent is correct. 


“Clause 14.2 




Weeks days 
(excluding 
Saturdays) 

Saturdays. 



(hours per day) 

(a) 




(b) 




(c) Members of the subordinate 
staff other than Drivers and 

Watch & Ward -Staff. 7 

4i 

(d) 





Clause 14.3 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) The hours of work of a member of the Watch 
Ward Staff shall be 8 hours in a period of 
hours PROVIDE^ that the hours of work of a 
“Watchman-cum-Peon” for the period during 
which he works as a peon, as also of a peon, 
for the period during which he is required to 
work as a watchman’ or 'Armed Guard’ shall be 
the same as those laid down in clause 14.2(c) 
above.” 

9. As per clause 4.2(c) the members of the Subordi- 
nate Staff other than drivers and Watch and Ward Staff 
have to work fo r 7 hours per day excluding Saturdays 
and 4i hours on Saturdays, So this clause shows that 
these working hours do not relate to the Watch and 
Ward Staff. Clause 14.3(c) shows that the members of 
the Watch and Ward Staff should work for 8 hours In 
a period of 24 hours and the proviso to Clause 14.3(c) 
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makes it clear that so far as the watchman-cum-peon 
Is concerned for the period during which he works as 
a peon, an also of a peon, lor the period during which he 
is required to work as a watchman or Armed Guard the 
working hours shall be the same as thos c > laid down in 
Clause 14.2(c). A 'combined reading o£ clause 14.2(c) 
and 14.3(c) shows that the members of the subordinate 
stall other than watch and ward staff should, work for 
7 hours in a week excluding Saturday and 4i hours on 
Saturdays and that so far as the Watch and Ward 
Staff is concerned they have to work for 8 ■ hours and 
that so far as watchman-cum-peon is concerned if he 
works as peon his working hours will be 7 hours ex- 
cluding Saturdays and 4i hours on Saturdays as per 
clause 14.2(c). 


10. Now it has to be seen whether if a watchman- 
cum-peon works as a watchman he should work only 
for 7 hours as contended by the petilionei or for 8 hours 
as contended by the respondent. If it was the intention 
of th" parties that whenever a person is designated as 
a watenraan-cum-peon he should work only for 7 hours 
whether he works as a peon Or as a watchman then in 
clause 14.2 (c) itself it would have been made clear by 
stating that members of the subordinate staff "including 
watchman- cum peon," But the very tact that the 
watchman-cum-peon is not specifically mentioned in 
Section 14.2(c) and in view of the fact that the reference 
is made to the working hours of the watehmon-eum- 
peon under the proviso to Clause 14.3(c) it is clear that 
the intention of the parties was that whenever the 
watchman-cum-peon worked as a peon ins working 
hours should be as per clause 14.2(c) and so the proviso 
to clause 14.3(c) has been added. Clause 14.3(c) also 
shows that the watchman had been Included under the 
watch and ward staff and that is the reason why so far 
as the person who works as watchman-cum-peon is con- 
cerned, in order to make it clear that when such a per- 
son works as a peon his working hours would be only as 
per clause 14.2(c) the proviso to clause 14.3(c) has been 
added. It ts also now seen that for the purpose of ex- 
tracting the work of a peon or a watchman from a per- 
son during the absence of a peon or watchman some per- 
sons have been designated us watchmun-cum-peons so 
that their services may be reqmsiioned und posted as 
watchmen or as peons as the case may be. So when- 
ever such a person works as a peon he has necessarily 
to work for 7 hours only on a week days excluding Sa- 
turdays and for 4| hours on Saturdays as provided un- 
der clause 14.2(c) and that whenever he works as a 
watchman he should work for 8 hour? as provided in 
clause 14.3(c) for a member of watch und ward staff. 
So the proviso to clause 14.3(c) mokes it clear that a 
watchman-cum-peon can be asked to work for 7 hours 
only if he works as a peon but not otherwise. So I 
agree with the contensions of the respondent that so 
far as the petitioner is concerned he hug to work for 8 
hours whenever he is posted as a watchman und that 
he has to wark for 7 hours only when he Is posted as a 
peon. The contention of the petitioner that he has to 
work only for 7 hours whether he Is posted as a peon or 
watchman and that he is entitled to overtime over and 
above the 7 hours is not correct. 


Awai’d is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me and given under my hand and the sea) 
of this Tribunal this the 9th day of May, 1972. 

(Sd.) P, S. Ananth, 
Industrial Tribunal. 


Appendix of Evidence. 


Witnesses examined for 
petitioner ; 

W.W. i. V. Safyanarayana 
Murthy. 

W.W- 2 . Mohd. Yousufujjin 

W.Wj 3 . Ch. Appalaswamy. 

Documents exhibited for 
petitioner : 

Ex. W. i Appointment order 
dt. 29 . 10.1964 of 
Sri Ci- ApP-dai- 
wamy issued by 
the Bank of Baro- 
da, Visakbapatnam. 


Witnesses examined for Res- 
pondent 1 

M.W, 1 1 D- Krishna Rao. 


Documents exhibited /or 
respondent : 

Ex. M. 1. Anncxure 'A- 
showing th c duti es per- 
formed ay theclairnart 
(Ch. AppalaBwamy). 


(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 


Industrial Tribunal. 
[No. 23/84/ 69-iLR.III,] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 3 0th May 1972 

S.O. 1536.— In pursuance of sectiion 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) , the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award 
of the central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Hyderabad, in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Post Office Kothagudium 
(Andhra Pradesh), and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on the 25th May, 


BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CEN- 
TRAL) AT HYDERABAD 


Present: 

Sri P. S. Ananth, B.Sc., B.L., Chairman, Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute No. 24 of 1969 

Between 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limi- 
ted, Kothagudem, 


11. For all the aforesaid reasons on the dispute refer- 
red to for adjudication, I hold that having regard to thc 
provisions contained in clause 14.3(c) of the Bipartite 
Settlement dated 19th October 1966, the demand of thc 
Bank of Baroda Employees Union, Andhra Pradesh, 
Hyderbad for payment of overtime allowance t Q Ch. 
Appalaswamy, Watchman-cum-peon of the Visakhapat- 
nam Branch oi the Bank for the extra hours worked by 
him over and above the limits prescribed under clause 
14.2(c) from 19th October, 1960 onward, is net justified 
and that in as much as overtime allowance had been 
paid to the petitioner whenever he worked for more 
than 8 hours as a watchman and whenever he worked 
for more than 7 hours as a peon, the petitioner is not 
entitled to any further relief. 


AND 

The Management of Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Kothagudem. 

Appearances: 

Sri A. Lakshmana Rao, Advocate, lor Workmen, 

Sri K. Srinivasa Murthy, Secretary of Federation 
of A. P. Chambers of Commerce and Indus- 
try, for Management. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
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and Employment) by its Order No. 7/6/69-LRII dt. 
27th August, 1969 referred the loll owing dispute 
under Section 10.(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes 1 
Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) for 
adjudication by this Tribunal, namely. 

“Having regard to the recommendations of the 
Central Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
Industry prescribed for the Technical/Super- 
visory Staff of the Engineering Department 
under Chapter VIII, whether the manage- 
ment of Singareni Collieries Company Limi- 
ted, Kothagudium, is justified in allotting Sri 
M. A. Hannan, Junior Charge-hand, Sand 
Gathering 'Station, Kothagudem Division in 
Grade T> of its. 205—337. if not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled and from what 
date?” 

This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dis- 
pute No. 24 of 1969 and notices were issued to the 
parties. For the purpose of convenience the Work- 
man is referred to as the petitioner and the Manage- 
ment is referred to as the Respondent in the course 
of this Award. 

2. The petitioner is a workman of Singareni Col- 
lieries Company Limited, Kothagudem. The General 
Secretary of the Andhra Pradesh Collieries Mazdoor 
Sangh Hied a claim statement contending as follows: — 
The petitioner was promoted as Junior charge Hand 
by order dated 29th July, 1966 in the then existing 
grade of Rs, 48 — 100 under the Coal Award with a 
commencing salary of Rs. 75.00 per month with effect 
from 1st August, 1966. The Wage Board for Coal 
Mining industry prescribed eight grades for technical 
and supervisory staff and the Management of Sin- 
gareni Collieries Company Limited placed the said 
workman in Grade ‘D’, that is. Rs. 205.00—337.00 
which is illegal improper and contrary to the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board During the conciliation 
proceedings the contention of the Management that 
the matter was subjudice since this issue is pending 
before the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
at Hyderabad ip incorrect. The matter which is pend- 
ing before the said Tribunal is what further modifica- 
tions to the Wage Board Recommendations are neces- 
sary to make them applicable to the Collieries in 
Andhra Pradesh. It is evident from this that fixation 
of appropriate category as per the Wage Board recom- 
mendations as accepted and implemented by the 
Management is not the subject matter for adjudica- 
tion. The present dispute raised is against improper 
implementation of the Wage Board Recommendations. 
In Chapter VIII of Volume I at page 78 of the Wage 
Board recommendations (8) grades i.e, A to H are 
prescribed for the Technical and Supervisory Staff. 
li was admitted by the Management’s representative 
at h o time of conciliation that the petitioner belonged 
to the Engineering Department coming under the 
category of Technical and Supervisory Staff and that 
the grade of pay was fixed as per the recommendations 
<of the Wage Board. While stating so the Manage- 
ment failed tp establish as to how tneir action in hav- 
ing placed me workman in question in grade ‘D’, is 
justified and appropriate. At page 79 under the head- 
ing Engineering Department under Serial No, 6 the 
existing designation is shown as Assistant Foreman 
Electrical/Mechanical or Junior Shift-in-Charge 
Electrical/Mechanical, Asst, Electrician and the new 
designation is shown as Assistant Foreman Electrical/ 
Mechanical and the grade is shown as ‘C’ and the 
new consolidated basic scale of pay is shown as Rs, 
245 — -10 — 305 — 15 — 440. The petitioner being Junior 
Charge Hand comes under the category of Assistant 
Chargeman and he is entitle to grade *C\ The con- 
tention of the Management at the time of conciliation 
that this grade of Rs, 205 — 337 is corresponding one 
to the old grade of Rs. 48 — 100 is also not correct. For 
instance, the clerks who were in the grade of Rs, 48 — 
100 are placed in Grade II of Rs. 205 — 
325 under the Wage Board recommenda- 


tions by which it is evident that the 
grades are allotted basing on the different sections 
Keeping in view tne actual duties and the prewage 
board wages. Having agreed that the petitioner 
comes unyer the Technical and Supervisory cadre be- 
longing to the Engmeenng Department, the grade 
prescribed by the Wage Board for the workmen be- 
longing to tne Engineering Department should only 
be given. So the Smgarem Collieries Company Limi- 
ted may be directed to place the petitioner in grade 
‘C’ i.e, Rs. 245 — 440 with effect from 16th August, 1967. 

3. The respondent is the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Kothagudem. in their counter they 
contended ns follows. Since the claim statement has 
not been filed by the Andhra Pradesh Singareni Col- 
lieries Mazdoor Sangh which is a party to the dispute 
and since the claim statement has been filed by one 
Andhra Pradesh Colliery Mazdoor Sangh which is not 
a party to the dispute, there is no obligation on the 
part of the respondent to file any reply. However 
the counter is hied bringing out the correct facts. The 
reierence made by the Government of India is not 
maintainable as the reference is based on the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
industry which is not a statutory one. The Govern- 
ment of India during 1962 constituted Central Wa^e 
Board for the Coal Mining Industry in 

India. During early 1967 the Wage Board 
submitted its recommendations and the Govern- 
ment of India by their resolution dated 21st Septem- 
ber, 1967 accepted certain recommendations as speci- 
fied therein, in view of the broad agreement on 
various categorisations which took place in the pre- 
sence of Sn Kanti Mehta and Sri Lai, Members of 
the Wage Board during February, 1966 between the 
Union and the Management the Respondent imple- 
mented the recommendations of the Wage Board as 
approved by the Government of India. Tne presump- 
tion of the petitioner that the recommendations of the 
Wage Board are accepted by workmen and the 
management to prefer a claim of this nature is not 
correcti The contention of the petitioner that the 
Management has accepted the recommendations of the 
Wage Board is denied. The acceptance of the recom- 
mendations by the Government does not give the re- 
commendation any statutory backing nor they are 
mandatory in nature. The essential pre-requisites for 
deciding the Wage structure are to consider the capa- 
city of industry to pay and the principles laid down 
by the Supreme Court in deciding it based on region- 
cum-industry wise. The Wage Board for Coal Min- 
ing Industry had not followed the said principles laid 
down by the Supreme Court inasmuch as it had not 
recommended the Wage structure based on region- 
cum-industry wise basis. Further they have not taken 
the capacity of the industry to bear the additional 
financial burden and have not recommended the wage 
structure taking into consideration the large and 
flourishing concerns on one side and the small, un- 
economic and struggling units on the other. In the 
absence of, these, the recommendations of the Wage 
Board suffer from a fatal infirmity. The reference is 
also bad in law since the matter of revision of grades 
for this category of workmen is spending before the 
Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad in L D. No. 30 of 1967. 
Without prejudice to the preliminary objection the 
Management submits that the demand of the workmen 
is not justified even on merits. The petitioner was 
placed in the pre-wage board grade of Re, 48 — 3 — 54 — 
4 — 70 — EB— 5 — 100 with effect from 29th July, 1964. 
The Wage Board has prescribed 8 grades A to H for 
Technical and Supervisory staff vide page 78 of Chap- 
ter VIII of Volume I of the Wage Board Report. The 
Coal Award has not drawn toy distinction or fixed any 
grade for Technical or Supervisory Staff and others. 
Having regard to his previous grade and technical 
competency the petitioner was allowed grade of Rs. 
205 — -7 — 247 — 10—337. The clerks in Grade II and 
other categories of workmen who were in the pre- 
wage board grade of Rs. 48 — 100 were allowed a grade 
of Rs. 205 — 326. The Management placed the peti- 
tioner in an appropriate corresponding grade of Rs. 
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205 — 337 in the same manner as it had placed the 
other workmen in the technical and supervisory cadre, 
As the demand is raised by the Union it is for the 
Union to prove that the workman deserves higher 
grade as tho demand of the petitioner is that being 
the Junior Charge Hand he comes under the category 
of Junior Assistant Chargcmcn. The contention of the 
workmen that he should be given the grade of Rs. 
245 — 440 is not justified. The table at page 79 giving 
categorisations of some of the Engineering Department 
Personnel is not exhaustive and there are many other 
categorisations of workmen who are not covered in 
this table to which the Management have given the 
corresponding grade in accordance with the 
table given at page 78 for Technical and Supervisory 
Staff. Moreover the designations mentioned in the 
Wage Board Report in the said table arc not in con- 
formity with the practice prevailing in the Singareni 
Collieries. That was the main reason why the Wage 
Board had talken the trouble of recommending 8 diffe- 
rent grades for Technical and Supervisory Personnel 
with a view to fix the salaries of personnel who are 
not specifically covered by the Wage Board recom- 
mendations. It may also be noted that the Wage 
Board grades have a definite relation to the pre-wage 
board grades of the workers, The Wage Board in re- 
commending various grades at page 19 to some of the 
personnel of the Engineering Department have not 
given the pre-wage board grade in which these work- 
men were placed for whom the grades recommended 
by them are applicable. The Management does not 
have on its rolls any person in the Engineering De- 
partment with designation as Cbargeman or Junior 
Assistant Chargeman. The grade of Rs. 245 — 440 has 
been allowed in the respondent Collieries in relation 
to the nre-wage board grade to the chargehands who 
are much more senior to the workman concerned in 
the dispute. As such the demand of the petitioner 
for placing him in a grade higher than what has been 
given to him by the Management cannot he justified 
and if the demand is acceded to, it will have a chain 
of reactions wherein the whole -wage structure and 
even other departments too will hav e to be modified 
The grades in which the monthly rated Technical and 
Supervisory Personnel are to be fitted should bs in 
accordance with the 8 grades recommended bv the 
Wage Board at nave 78 and the grade of Rs. 205—337 
which has been allowed to the petitioner correspond- 
ing to his pre-waee board grade is one of them. The 
allegations of the Union that the action of the Manage- 
ment is malcifide and unjust and contrary to the re- 
commendations of the Wage Board are denied. 

4. The dispute that is referred to for adjudication 
by this Tribunal is having regard to the recommenda- 
tions of the Central Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
Industry nrescribed for the Technical/Supervisory 
Staff of the Engneerinc Department under Chapter 
VIII, whether the management of SIneareni Collieries 
Comnanv Limited, Kothagudem, is justified In alloting 
Sri M. A. Hannan, Junior Charge-hand, Sand Gather- 
ing Station. Kothagudem Division in Grade ‘D’ of Rs. 
205-337. If not to what relief the workman is entit- 
led and from what date? 

5. Before considering the above dispute referred to 
this Tribunal for adjudication, some of the legal ob- 
ieetions raised by the respondent may be disposed of. 
Though in the counter an obiect/on was taken that the 
reference itself is not maintainable since the reference 
is based on the recommendations of the Wage Board 
for the Cor] Mining Industry which is not statutory, 
the learned counsel for the respondent renresented 
that the respondent is not pressing this objection in 
view of the decision rooorted jn KIRLAMPUDI .SUGAR 
Mills Ltd, v. Industrial Tribunal, A P. [1971 (II) LLJ, 
page 491 (Supreme Court)]. So there is no need to 
consider further about this objection. 

6. The next objection that is raised in the counter 
is that since thr. matter of revision of grades of this 
category of workmen is pending before this Tribunal 

as I.D. No, 30 of 1907 this reference is bad in law. So 


far as this objection is concerned the learned counsel 
for the respondent did not seriously argue. Even 
otherwise it is now seen that so far as I.D. No. 30 of 
1967 is concerned the dispute referred to is “subject 
to the views expressed and recommendations made by 
the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry and 
the agreement between the Management ol Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited and their Trade Unions 
referred to, in paragraph 3 to 6 of chapter IX of the 
Wage Board’s report, what further modifications and 
changes in the categorisation and wage structure re- 
commended by the said Wage Board for West Bengal 
and Bihar Coal Fields are necessary to make the said 
categorisation and wage structure applicable to the 
workmen Of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
having regard to the special conditions obtaining in 
the Andhra Pradesh Coal Fields”. So far as the pre- 
sent dispute is concerned it only relate to the question 
of having regard to the recommendations of the Cen- 
tral Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry, whether 
the respondent is justified in placing the petitioner in 
grade ‘D 1 . So the present dispute has nothing to do 
with the dispute referred to in Industrial Dispute No. 
30 of 1967 as rightly contented by the learned counsel 
for the petitioner, 

7. The next objection that is raised in the counter is 
that the essential pre-requisites for deciding the wage 
structure are to consider the capacity of the industry 
to pay and that the wage board has not taken the ca- 
pacity of the industry to bear the additional financial 
burden and so the recommendations of the Wage Board 
becomes a nullity in view ol the pronouncements and 
principles laid down by the Supreme Court in its vari- 
ous decisions. It is also contended by the learned 
counsel for the respondent that even if the Wage 
Board’s recommendations are not a nullity still the 
respondent can raise an objection that it has no capa- 
city to pay as laid down in 1971 (II) LLJ, page 491 
(Supreme Court). Some evidence has also been let 
in to show that the Company is working at a loss and 
it is contended by the learned counsel for the respon- 
dent that if the present claim is allowed then there will 
be chain of reactions wherein the whole wage struc- 
ture of the Engineering Department and even other de- 
partments too will have to be modified and that the 
Company will not be in a position to meet these demands 
in view of the fact that the Company has no financial 
capacity. The learned counsel for the respondent 
also relied upon the judeement in Writ Petition No. 
4076/70 High Court of Andhra Pradesh dated 20th Jan- 
uary, 1972 in support of his contention that if a Com- 
any has no financial capacity to pay any additional 
emand, then no additional demand can be granted. 
He produced a certificate copy of the judgement in the 
said Writ Petition for my persual and a persual of it 
shows that the Industrial Tribunal held that as the 
Company in that case as already working at a loss it 
did not make much difference if they paid Rs. 5.00 
more as monthly House Rent allowance to workers 
drawing less than Rs. 125.00 per month and Rs. 10.00 to 
those drawing Rs. 125.00 and more per month. While 
considering this finding of the Industrial Tribunal his 
Lordship after referring to the decisions reported in 
Hindustan Times Ltd., v. Their workmen (Air 1963 
Supreme Court, page 1332), Workmen or Bajrang 
Jute Mills v. Bajrang Jute Mills (Air 1970 Supreme 
Court, page 878) and in Hydro (Engineers) Pvt. Ltd. v 
Workmen (Air 1969 Supreme Court, 182) observed 
that the question of industries capacity to pay is cer- 
tainly a relevant consideration in the matter of pay- 
ment of a fair wage fixed by a Wage Board and that 
mspite of financial incapacity the Company undertook 
to implement the recommendations of the Board not 
that under those circumstances his Lordship did not 
think that there was any justification for irrmosoine 
further burden on the industry to pay anythin*# more 
than a fair wage, specially when an industry to pay 
anything more than a fair wage, specially when an 
industry has no capacity to pay and his Lordship fin- 
ally disagreed with the finding" of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal as regards the payment of House Rent Allowan- 
ce and observed that no further House Rent allowance 
was payable. 
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8, The respondent has examined M.W.2 (Sri U to him and that W.W.l supervises the work of the 

Shivaraj ) who is the Senior Inspector, Post Audit Sec- persons like electricians etc., working in his section, 

tion in the Accounts Department of the Company at Though he says in chief examination that W.W.l super- 

Kothagudem. He says that the wage increase and vises the work of others, when he is asked whether 

other expenditure resulting in the increased cost of W.W.l gives instructions in regard to the work to be 

production are not fully compensated by the price done by electricians he says that he does not know, 

increase of coal and that the cost of production is in- Now the evidence adduced on the side of the petitioner 

creasing by 10 to 15 per cent year by year on account and the contentions of the petitioner are to the affect 

of the rise of prices of stores and that the increment that, since ho is doing the supervisory work and since 

given to the employees of the Company on 15th he is working in the Engineering Department, as per 

August, 1970 are not compensated by any prices in- the scale of pay for the members working in the 

crease. The respondent also got the deposition of one Engineering Department as shown at nuge 70 of Cen- 

Sri M. Ranganatham, examined as M.W.2 in Industrial tral Wage Board for the Coal Mining Industry Volume 

Dispute No, 29 of I960, marked as Ex, M8 in order I, he is entitled to be placed in Grade ‘C in the scale 

to show the financial capacity of the respondent Com- of Rs. 245—440 but not in the Grade ‘D’ in the scale 

.cual of Ex. M0 shows that this w-, of Rs. 205 — 337, 

produced the balance sheet for the years 1965 to 1970 10 M .w.l (Sri K. Dharma Reddy) is working as 

marked as Exs. M3 to M7 in Industrial Dispute No. 23 Junior Engineer in the Aerial Ropeway and Sand 

of 1909 and with reference to Ex M2 he stated that Gathering Station where W.W.l and W.W.2 are work- 

total loss shown during the year 1965-66 was Rs. 2.91 ing. He sa y s that prior to the Wage Board the peti- 

laOchs and that in the year 1969-70 it was Rs. 2.11 tioner was in the scale of Rs. 48 — 100, that the peti- 

lakhs. He had also stated that if two Junior Charge- tioner was a Welder in the VI (.th Vategory before he 

hands in question are given higher grade there will be was promoted to this scale, that he was placed in the 

chain reactions in the higher category persons and Grade of Rs. 205—337 alter the implementation of the 

that there is danger of higher grade people demand- Wag? Board, that there was no distinction in the 
ing next higher grade, that if all the sixty persons grade between a Technical and Non-Technlcal staff, 

are given higher grade it would involve an additional that there are 8 grades recommended for Technical 

burden of Rs. 72, DOG per year for the Company. So and Supervisory Staff as shown at page 78 of the 

if this is a case where if any higher grades are asked Waee Board’s recommendations, that all the workers 

for without any reference to the Wage Board recom- in Rs . 48—100 grade were placed in the Grade of Rs. 

mendations then it may be said that the respondent 205— 337, that there is no designation of Junior Charge- 

Company would not be in a position to meet the addi- hand at Dage 79 of the Wage Board’s recommendation 

tional burden in view of the loss that the Company in the Engineering Department, that Ex. Ml is the 

had been suffering. But this is case where the res- Circular issued by th- General Manager, that there is 

pondent had accepted the recommendations of the no designation of Junior Assistant Chargemen in the 

Wage Board and it had implemented the same and Company either prior to or subsequent to the Wage 

while implementing the recommendations of the Wage Roard, that the table at page 79 of the Wage Board’s 

Board the petitioner was fixed in Grade ‘D’ whereas recommendations is not exhaustive of all the cate- 

the petitioner’s contention is that even as per the re- gories and grades of Engineering Department, that 

commendations of the Wage Board ^ the respon- the Company has given corresponding grade to all 

dent should have fitted him in Grade ‘C’ fixed by the workmen who are not specifically mentioned in the 

Wage Board as regards the Engineering Department. Wage Board’s recommendations, that the grade of 

So under these circumstances the respondent cannot Rs. 245 — 440 is given to Chareehands who were in the 

raise the obicction about the financial incapacity to grades of Rs. 150—185 and Rs. 70—158 prior to the 

nay any additional burden. All that has to be seen Wage Board, that they were superior to Rs. 48—100 

in the present case is having regard to the recoin- ncoole, that he rives instructions to the Assistant 

mendations of the Wage . Board whether the respon- Foremen in regard to the work and he allots work to 

dent is justified in placing the netitioner in Grade ‘D’ the Assistant Foremen in regard to the work and he 

instead of placing him under Grade ‘C’ which is the allots work to the various workers including the peti- 

prade that is claimed by the petitioner. If it is found tioner and that the petitioner does not have know- 

that while implementing the recommendations of the ledge of mechanical or electrical machines. So his 

Wage Board the respondent ought to have fixed the evidence is to the effect that the petitioner does not 

petitioner in Grade ‘C’ then the respondent should have any knowledge of mechanical or electrical 

be directed to place the petitioner in Grade ‘C’. So machines and that he is not having any supervisory 

I hold that the obiection raised by the respondent that capacity and th; t it is the Assistant Foremen who 

it has no financial capacity to pay is not tenable be- allots work acco ding to his (M.W.l) instructions. He 

cause the respondent had already implemented the says that it is not correct to suggest that Junior 

recommendations of the Wage Board and already Chargehand is the same as Junior Assistant Charge- 

stated, all that has to be now seen is whether the men. He also says that it is not correct to suggest 

petitioner is entitled to grade ‘C’ as contended by him that the lowest grade in the Engineering Department 

or only to Grade ‘D’ as contended by the respondent. as reoommendedV hy the Wage Board Is Rs. 243 440. 

According to him tjne lowest grade in their Company 

9. Now it has to be seen whether the respondent in the Engineering Department is Rs. 205 — 337. He 

is justified in placing the petitioner in Grade ‘D’ or also savs that there was no Junior Chargehand in the 

whether he should be placed in Grade ‘C’. The peti- Sand Gathering Station prior to the petitioners pro- 

tioner has been examined as W.W.l, He says that he motion and that in Ex. Ml there are Tracers and 

is working as Junior Chargehand since 1966, that Ex. Maistries who are placed in the Grade of Rs. 180—273 

W1 is the order appointing him as Junior Chargehand, and that that is the Minimum under the Engineering 

that he was put in the grade of Rs. 48—100, that he Denartment. M W.2 is working as Senior Inspector, 

supervises the work of Fitters, Electricians etc,, who Post Audit Section of the Company at Kothagudem. 

are working in after the Wage Board recommenda- He says that the Junior Chargehands were in grade 

tions he is placed in the grade of Rs. 206 — 337, that of Rs. 48- — 100 previously and that while implementing 

the Fitters working under him were in VTIth category the Wage Board the grade of Rs. 205 — 337 was given 

and they were drawing Rs. 129.00 prior to the imple- »» recommended for the Technical and Supervisory 

mentation of the Wage Board recommendations and Staff and that the Chargphands who were in the 

that after the implementation of the Wage Board re- Grades of Rs. 70 — 158 and Rs. 115 — 200 were senior 

commendations they are getting total emoluments to the Junior Chargehands. So the evidence of M.W.l 

of Rs. 250 00 whereas his emoluments after the Wage and M.W.2 is to the effect that since the petitioner was 

BoaH recommendations were implemented amount, to in the old grade of Rs. 48 — 100 he was given new 

Rs. 233.00 per month. According to him he is entitled grade ‘TT and that the Chargehands who were seniors 

to he placed in Grade ‘C’ hut not in grade ‘D’. W W.2 to the Junior Chargehands and who were in the gardes 

(Sri K. Azariahj is working as Mechanical Fitter of Rs, 70 — 158 and Rs. 115 — -200 were given grade ‘C’ 

since 1965. He wants to say that W.W.l allots work in the scale of Rs, 245 — 440, 
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11. Now it is contended by the learned counsel for 
the Petitioner that the supposed promotion in effect 
amounts to demotion, that prior to the Wage Bourd the 
petitioner was in old category IX and he was promo- 
ted as Junior Chargehand, that after the implementa- 
tion of the Wage Board recommendations old category 
IX is fixed in new category Vi and the Junior Charge- 
hands are placed in grade 'D' prescribed for Techni- 
cal and Supervisory Stall whereas the petitioners 
should have been fixed under Grade 'C' and that 
Junior Assistant Chargemcn shown as Item No. VI 
under the heading Engneering Department at page 
79 of the Central Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
Industry Volume I is the same as Junior Chargehand 
and that if the petitioner was continued in his old 
scale the petitioner would be drawing more pay than 
what has given now to him and that the respondent 
ought to have fixed the petitioner only in grade. ‘C’ 
but not in Grade ‘D’. On the other hand it is con- 
tended by the learned counsel for the respondent 
that when there are member of scales perior to the 
Wage Board’s recommendations several persons in 
the several grades have to be fitted in their respec- 
tive grades as per the Wage Board recommendation, 
that even persons who were in the scale of Rs. 70- 
100 and who were in category 0 like the persons who 
were in the scale of Rs. 48-100 were also placed in 
grade ‘D’ just like the petitioner and that if the 
petitioner’s contention is accepted then those persons 
also would similarly ask for revision of the grades 
and that it is only by taking into consideration the 
scales of pay and the old categories as they existed 
prior to the Wage Board recommendations the peti- 
tioner and others were nxea up on the relevant gra- 
des following the recommendations of the Wage 
Board and that there is no justification for the peti- 
tioner in asking the respondent to place him in 
grade ‘C’. 

12, A persual of page 78 of the Wage Board re- 
commendations shows that while , fixing the wage 
structure in the Technical and Supervisory Staff 
and their scales of pay the Wage Board bearing in 
mind the responsibilities and duties of the Techni- 
cal and Supervisory Stuff the Wage Board divided 
it into 8 grades i.e. A to H and fixing the scales of 
basic pay as shown therein Nodoubt a persual of page 
79 of the Wage Board recommendations shows that tak- 
ing into consideration that no specific scales of pay 
were prescribed by the Mazumdar Tribunal, the 
Wage Board had to recommend the scales of pay 
for the employees in the Engneering Department as 
shown in the table and that the Wage Board treat- 
ing the Assistant Foreman Electrical/Mechanical 
Junior Assistant Chargemen, Shift In-charge Elec/ 
Mech and Assistant Electrican as Assistant Foremen 
Electrical/Mechanical fixed grade ‘C’ to it does not 
mean that it is only minimum scale that has been 
fixed for the staff working in the Engneering De- 
artment as is now contended for the petitioner, 
rom the evidence it is seen there had been differ- 
ent scales of pay and different categories prior to 
the Wage Board recommendations and the Wage 
Board recommendations do not cover all the differ- 
ent categories In this company. Though the petitioner 
now wants to equate the designation of Junior 
Chargehand to the new designation of Assistant Fo- 
remen Electrical/Mechanical mentioned in the Wage 
Board recommendations, the evidence in this case 
and the nature of the work done by tho petitioner 
shows that he cannot come under the new designa- 
tion or under the existing designation shows in page 
79 of the Wage Board recommendations. The old 
category in which the petitioner was working prior to 
the Wage Board recommendations and the scale of pay 
that he was drawing also should be taken into consi- 
deration for the purpose of implementing the recom- 
mendations of the Wage Board. Now the evidence 
shows that the Chargchands who were in the grades 
of Rs. 70 — 158 and Rs. 115 — 200 were placed in grade 
‘C’ for which the scale of pay is Rs, 245—440. Admit- 
tedly the petitioner was in the old scale of Rs. 48— 
100 in old category VI, The evidence also shows that- 


there were others also in the same old category VI 
who were in the old scale of pay of Rs. 70 — 100 and 
that they were also placed in grade ‘D’. So virtually 
the petitioner’s present request appears to be that he 
wants the same grade ‘C’ that is given to the persons 
who were in the scales of Rs. 70—158 and Rs. 115— 
200. certainly it could never have been the intention 
of the Wage Board to fix any minimum scale for the 
Engineering Department in such a way as to make 
the persons in the old scales of pay of Rs. 48 — 100 and 
Rs. 70—100 and Rs. 70—158 and Rs. 115—200 draw 
tlie new scale of pay of Rs. 245 — 440, All that can be 
said in the present case is that tho Wage Board had 
taken into consideration only certain existing desig- 
nations at the time of making tho recommendations 
and given them now designations and fixed the grad* 
and the new consolidated basic scale of pay in res- 
pect of those grades so far as the Engineering De- 
partment is concerned. So it does not mean that 
every person working in Engineering Department is 
concerned. So it does not meun that every person 
working in Engneering Department should be only 
placed in Grade ‘C’ in the scale of pay of Rb. 245-440. 
It is tho scale of pay that was drawn prior to the re- 
commendations of the Wage Board and also the old 
categories in which those persons were working that 
should be taken into consideration and the fitment 
should be made as per the recommendations of the 
Wage Board as per the scale of basic pay and grades 
A to H fixed for the Technical and Supervisory Staff 
and scales of pay as shown at page 78 of the recom- 
mendation of the Wage Boaid. Now the evidence of 
M.W.l is that all the workers working in the old scale 
of Rs. 48-100 were placed in the grade of Rs. 205-337 
and the evidence of M.W.2 that while implementing 
the Wage Board the grade of Rs. 205-337 was given as 
recommended for the Technical and Supervisory Staff. 
When persons who were in the scales of Rs. 70-158 
and Rs. 115-200 were placed in grade ‘C’ in the scale 
of Rs. 245-440 the present claim of the petitioner that 
even though he was in the old scale of Rs. 48-100 he 
is entitled to be placed in grade ‘C’ but not grade ‘D’ is 
not at all justified. Considering the recommendations 
of the Wage Board I am satisfied that the petitioner 
was rightly placed in Grade ‘D’ by the respondent 
and that he is not entitled to be placed in grade ‘C’. 

13. For all the afore said reasons I hold on the dis- 
pute that is referred to for adjudication that having 
regard to the recommendations of the Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry prescribed for the 
Tcchn ical/ Super visory Staff of the Engneering De- 
partment under Chapter VIII the Management of Sing- 
areni Collieries Company Limited* Kothagudem is 
justified in alloting Sri M. A. Hannan, Junior Charge- 
hand, Sand Gathering Station, Kothagudem Division 
in grade D' of Rs. 205-337 and so the workman is not 
entitled to any relief. 

Awnrd is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him 
and corrected by me and given under my hand and 
the seal of this Tribunal, this the 24th day of April, 
1972. 

(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 

Industrial Tribunal- 
Appendix of Evidence 
Witness examined for Workmen: 

W.W.I.— M. A. Hannan. 

W-W.2. — K. Azariah. 

Documents exhibited far Workmen : 

Ex, W.L— Promotion Order of Junior Chargehand 
date 29th July, 1966 in respect of Hannan. 

Witnesses examined fdr Employers: 

M.W.l.— K. Diharma Reddy. 

M.W.2 — U. Shlvaraji. 
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Documents exhibited for Employers: 

Ex. Ml. — Circular date 27th January, 1968 issued 
by the Management in respect of implementa- 
tion of the recommendation of the Central 
Wage Board for monthly rated stall, 

Ex.M.2.— Daily attendence Report of Sand Gath- 
ering Station date 22nd December, 1970. 

Ex.M.3, — Men on roll of aerial ropeway drive 
station as on 22nd December, 1970. 

Ex. M.4. — Lr. of Khazanuya addressed to the Jr. 
Engneer, Sand Gathering St. requesting for 
four days pay leave. 

Ex.MS. — Lr. of M. A, Hannan, Jr. Chargehand, ad- 
dressed to the. Jr. Engneer, Sand Gathering 
St. requesting to sanction leave for three days. 

Ex.M.6.— M.W.2 of M. Ranganatham recorded on 
5th April, 1971 in I.D. No. 29 of 1969. 

(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 

Industrial Tribunal. 

[No. 7/6/69-LRII.] 

S.O. 1537. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indust- 
rial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, in 
the industrial dispute between fhe employers in relation 
to the management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Belampalli Division, Post Office Belampalll 
(Andhra Pradesh), and their workmen, which was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on the 25th May, 
1972. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present : 

Sri P. S. Ananth, B.Sc., B.L., Chairman, Industrial 
Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute 43 of 1971 

Between 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Bellamapalli Division 

AND 

The Management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Bellamapalli Division 

Appearances : 

Sri Shyam Mohan, Personnel Officer, for Manage- 
ment, Sri B. Ganga Ram, Vice-President, 
S, C. Workers’ Union, Bellampalll, for workmen. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Emp- 
loyment and Rhabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) by its Order No. 7/30/70-LRII, dated 15th 
May, 1971, referred the following dispute under Section 
10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (herein- 
after referred to as the said Act) for adjudication by this 
Tribunal, namely: 

“Whether the management of Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited, Bellamapalli Division No. 2 
Incline is justified in refusing the benefit of 
gratuity to the medically unfitted worker Shri 
Boddula Rajam, Pope Slicer, No. 2 Incline who 
was retired on 18th Aijril, 1901? If not, to 
what relief is the workmen entitled?” 

This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dispute 
No. 43 of 197i and notices were issued to the parties. 
For the purpose of convenience the Workmen is refer- 
red to as the petitioner and the Singareni Collieries 
Company Ximited, Bellamapalli Division Is referred to 
as the respondent in the course of this award, 

2. The petitioner is represented by the Singareni 
Collieries Workers Union, and the Vice-President of the 


said Union file a claim statement contending as follows: 
The petitioner wob working as a Pope Slicer In No. 11 
Incline, BellamaDalli. He met with an accident while 
on duty during the year 1900, and his left leg was frac- 
tured and he was under treatment for one year and 
he -was medically made unfit with effect from 19th 
March, 1961. On 10th October, 1901, he was paid a sum 
of Rs. 48.02 towards gratuity for two years but his gra- 
tuity for 28 years was not paid on the plea of participat- 
ing in illegal strike of 1959. The Management had 
agreed to condone the break of service of all workers 
on account of illegal strike of 1959, through a memo of 
settlement dated 9th October, 1969 before the Chief Lab- 
our Commissioner (Central) New Delhi and as per this 
settlement all those who had retired after 1959 were 
paid the difference of gratuity for thei r service prior to 
1959 but in this case, the Management did not agree to 
pay gratuity. The contention of the Management that 
the settlement dated 9th October, i960 applies to those 
who are in service on pr after 9th October, 1969 is not 
correct since all the workers who retired after 1959, 
have been paid the difference of gratuity. The action of 
the Management in refusing to t>ay gratuity to the peti- 
tioner is quite unjustified. So the petitioner should be 
paid full gratuity, 

3. The respondent filed its counter contending that 
a sum of Rs. 510.51 was already sanctioned towards the 
difference of gratuity in April, 1965, condoning the break 
in service due to the petitioner’s participation in the 
illegul strike of 1959, that the petitioner did not receive 
the amount, that as the amount was already sanctioned 
prior to 1969 the memo of settlement dated 9th October, 
1909 is irrelevant to the issue and that the Management 
is ready to pay th e difference of gratuity if the petition- 
er approached the management and that the manage- 
ment never refused to pay the difference of gratuity, 

4. The dispute that is referred t Q this Tribunal for 
adjudication is whether the management of Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Bellampalli Division No, 2 
incline is justified in refusing the benefit of gratuity to 
thq medically unfitted worker Shri Boddula Rajam, 
Rope Slicer, No. 2 incline who was retired on 18th April, 
1961? If not to what relief Is the workmen entitled? 

5. After the issue of notices to the parties and after 
filling of the claim statement on behalf of the petitioner 
and after filing of the counter b y respondent, when the 
matter was posted for enquiry to 28th January, 1972 it 
was represented by Sri B. Ganga (Ram, Vice-President 
of the Union, thali talks of settlement were going on. 
So the matter was adjourned from time to time at re- 
quest and finally on 15th May, 1972 the said Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Union sent a petition stating that the Union 
is withdrawing the claim and so the reference may be 
disposed of accordingly and in the petition it Is stated 
that the Management had paid a sum of Rs. 510.51 ps. 
in full and final settlement of the gratuity amount pay- 
able to him as per the rules. The respondents’ repres- 
entative has endorsed "no objection” on the petition. 

6. The dispute that ia referred to for adjudication by 
this Tribunal refers to the payment of gratuity. Now 
the petitioner has received the gratuity amount due to 
him and the representative of the petitioner has filed a 
petition for withdrawing the claim. In view of this 
there is no question of holding any further enquiry in 
this case. In as much as the parties have settled the 
matter and since the petitioner himself wants to with- 
draw the claim made by him through the Union, per- 
mission is granted for withdrawing he claim made by 
the petitioner. 

Awawrd is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me and given under my hand and the seal 
of this Tribunal this the 10th day of May, 1972. 

P. S. ANANT, 

[No. 7/36/70-LRII.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 5th June, 1972 

S.O, 1538. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes th P following awurd of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), 
Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the emp- 
loyers in relation to the management of Amlabad Col- 
liery, the managing Agent of whom are Messrs Karam- 
chand Thapar and Brothers (Private) Limited, Post 
Office Bhowra, District Dhanbad, and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 30th May, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO, 3) 

AT DHANBAD 
Reference No, 43 of 1969 

Present : 

B, S. Tripathi, 

Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Amlabad Colliery 

Vs. 

Their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For employers : None. 

For workmen ; None 

Industry: Coal State: Bihar 

Dhanbad, dated the 24th. May, 1972. 

AWARD 

1. This is a reference under section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The Centre being 
of the opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Amlabad Colliery, the Managing Agents of 
which are Messrs Karamchand Thapar and Brothers 
(Private) Limited, Post Office Bhowra, District Dhan- 
bad and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule annexed thereto, referred the 
same to this Tribunal for adjudication, The Schedule 
is extracted below: — 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Amlabad Colliery, 
the Managing Agents of which are Messrs 
Karamchand Thapar and Brothers (Private) 
Limited, Post Office Bhowra, District Dhanbad, 
was justified In retiring the following work- 
men on completion of their 58th year of age? ' 

1. Shri Rameshwar Pandey, U/G Incharge 

2. Shri Saheb Jan Mian, Mining Sirdar. 

3. Shri Sripati Lai Chakravarty, U/G. Incharge. 

4. Shri Mathura Rewani. Mining Sirdar. 

5. Shri Joti Bourln, Haulage Khalasi. 

6. Shri Kukhan Roy, Haulage Khalasi. 

7. Shri Jailal Napit, Line Mistry. 

8. Shri Dantoo Mahato. Line Mazdoor. 

9. Shri Warda Napit, Pump Khalasi. 

10. Shri Abdul Mian, Mechanical Helper. 

11. Shri Ebrahi m Mian, Tyndal Mazdoor. 

12. Shri Sakhi Dusadh, Banksman. 

13. Shri Akaloo Bhuia, Surface Trammer. 

14. Smt. Fulmani Napit, Creche Kamin. 

15. Smt. Sakhla Rajwaria Creche Kamin. 

If not. to what relief are the workmen entitled and 
what should be their age of retirement?” 

2. The dispute in question was raised by the Congress 
Mazdoor Sangh. Bihar and in th P present proceeding 
the written statement on behalf of the workmen was 


filed on 7th February, 1970 by the General Secretary 
of Congress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar. The written state- 
ment on behalf of the employers was filed on 6th 
January, 1970. According to the case made out by the 
workmen in their written statement, the management of 
the colliery in question were not justified in retiring 
the workmen listed in the schedule to th e reference 
on completion of 58 years of age and as such the said 
workmen should be allowed to resume their respec- 
tive duties with full back wages and allowances as if 
they were continuing in their employment. Th P case 
of the employers on the other hand is that the work- 
men in question were rightly retired from services on 
completion of their 58 years and 58 years should be 
fixed as age of retirement. In that view of the matter 
it is stated that the action of the management in re- 
tiring the concerned workmen on the completion of 58 
years was fully justified, and they are, therefore, not 
entitled to any relief in the present reference. In their 
respective written statements both the parties have 
given reasons in support of their respective claims. 

3. After submission of written statements by the 
parties the proceeding was adjourned from one date to 
the other and ultimately on 1st January, 1972 it was 
adjourned to 4th March, 1972 for Rearing. On 4th 
March, 1972 neither party appeared nor any step was 
taken on their behalf. The proceeding was, however, 
adjourned to 14th April, 1972. On the latter dat e also 
neither party appeared nor any step was taken on their 
behalf. On this date too the Tribunal adjourned the 
proceeding to 24th May. 1972 for hearing. On 24th 
May, 1972 also neither party appeared nor any step 
was taken on their behalf. Thi s clearly Indicates that 
neither party is interested in th e disposal of the refer- 
ence on merits and accordingly 1 pass ‘NO DISPUTE’ 
award in the present reference. 

4. Let the award f, P submitted to the Central Govern- 
ment under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

Sd.) B. S. Tripathi, 

Presiding Officer, 
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal-cu-m-Labour 
Court No. 3. Dhanbad. 

[No. 2/98/68-LRII,] 

S.O. 1539. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 cf 1947), the Central Go- 
vernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), 
Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the emp- 
loyers in relation to the management of Godhpur 
Colliery of Messrs Godhur Colliery Company, Post 
Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad, and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 31st May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
RIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 

Reference No. 95 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Go 
dbur Colliery of M/s. Godhur Colliery Com- 
pany, P.O. Kusunda, Dist. Dhanbad, 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Shri A. C. Sen, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

For the Employers .. — Shri S. S, Mukherjee, Advo- 
cate. 

For the Workmen .— Shri B. N. Singh, Advocate. 
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State: Bihar Industry: Coal. 

Dha nbad, the 23 rd oj May 1972 
AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/ 
2012/182/71-LRII dated New Delhi, the 24th of 
December, 1971 passed by the Central Government 
in relation to an industrial dispute between the 
parties mentioned above. The dispute is in relation 
to the matters specified in the schedule to the afore- 
said order which runs as follows: 

2. The matter has been settled out of Court. A 
hur Colliery of Messrs Godhur Colliery Com- 
pany, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad 
in stopping Shri Shyam Lai Lohar, Mechani- 
cal Fitter from work with effect from the 
28th May, 1971 and subsequently terminating 
his services with effect from the 28th June, 
1971 is justified? If not, to what relief Is 
the said workman entitled?”. 

2 . The matter has been settled out of Court. A 
compromise petition dated 11th May, 1972 was filed 
on 11th May, 1972. I have gone through the terms 
of settlement, which appear to be quite reasonable. 
I do not find any reason why thos e terms should 
not be accepted. I accordingly make an award on 
the basis of the terms and conditions laid down by 
the petition of compromise. Let the petition of com- 
promise form a part of the award. A aopy of this 
award may be forwarded to the Central Government 
for necessary action. 

(Sd.) A. C. Sen, 
Presiding Officer. 


It is, therefore, humbly prayed that this settle- 
ment may kindly be accepted and an Award 
be passed in terms thereof. 

For the management of 
Godhur Colliery. 

L.T.I. of Shrl Shyamlal Lohar. 

For Workman 
(Sd.) B. N. Singh, 

Advocate 

(Sd.) J. C. Dhar, 
Manager. 
Godhur Colliery, 

[(Sd.) S. S. MUKHERJEE, 
Advocate. 
[No. L/2012/182/71-LRIL] 

New Delhi, the 7th June, 1972. 

SO. 1540. — In pursuance ol section 17 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra] 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Trihunal (No. 1). 
Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers tin relation to the management of Lodna Col 
liery of Messrs Lodna Colliery Company (1920) Limi- 
ted, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Go- 
vernment on the 31st May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDST - 
RIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 1), DHANBAD. 


In the matter of a reference under section 10(1) (d> 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No 8 oe 1971 


BEFORE THE 
GOVERNMENT 


PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, 
DHANBAD 


Reference No. 95 of 1971 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Lodha 
Colliery of Messrs Lodha Colliery Company 
(1920) Limited, Post Office, Jharia, Dist. Than- 
bad. 


Employers in relation to the management of 
Godhur Colliery. 


AND 

Their workmen. 

That without prejudice to the contensions >he 
parties contained In their respective written state- 
ment the disputes concerning the above Reference 
have been amicablv settled between the parties on 
the following terms: — 

(1) That the services of Shri Shyamlal Lohar, the 
concerned workman, will stand terminated with effect 
from 28th June, 1971. 

(2) That Shri Shyamlal Lohar will be paid a sum 
of R's. 2417- 13 (Rupees Two thousand four hundred 
seventeen and paise thirteen) only in full and final 
settlement of all his claim and demand till the date 
of the settlement. The amount has been paid today. 
The receipt whereof is acknowledge, 

(3) That Shri Shyamlal Lohar will have no other 
or further claim against the management on any other 
account. 

(4) That there remains no dispute between the 
parties which needs any further adjudication by the 
Honourable Tribunal. 

(5) That both parties agree that the above terms 
are fair and reasonable. 


AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Shri A. C, Sen, Presiding Officer, 

Appearances : ' 

For the Employers .— Shri J, N. P. Sahi, Labour and 
Law Adviser, Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

F ctr the Workmen,— Shri J. D. Lall, Advocate with 
Shri Motilll Prashad, workman concerned. 

State: Bihar Industry: Coal 

Dhanbad, the 23 rd May, 1972. 

AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/20127 
55/71-LRII dated New Delhi, the 3rd June, 1971, pas- 
sed by the Central Government in relation to an indu- 
strial dispute between the parties mentioned above. 
The dispute is in relation to the matters specified in 
thp schedule to i the aforesaid order which runs as 
follows: 

"Whether the action of the management of Lodna 
Colliery of Messrs Lodna Colliery Company 
0920) Limited, Post Office. Jharia, District 
Dhanbad, in dismissing Shri Moli Lall Prasad. 
Clerk, with effect from the 18th January, 1971, 
is justified. If not, to what relief is the work- 
man entitled ”. 

2. It appears that the dispute has been settled by 
the parties out of Court, The memorandum of settle- 
ment dated 23rd May, 1972, signed by the parties has 
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been filed today. The memorandum ends with the 
prayer that an award be Riven in terms of the settle- 
ment. I have gone through the memorandum of set 
tlement. The terms of settlement are very reasonable. 
I do not find any reason why the said terms should 
not be accepted. I accordingly give an award on the 
basis of the terms contained in the memorandum of 
settlement, which do form part of the award. Let a 
copy of this award be forwarded to the Central Go- 
vernment under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) A. C. Sen, 

Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE HON’RLE PRESIDING OFFICER, CEN- 
TRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 

1), AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of: 

Reference no. 8 of 1971 

Parties ; 

Employers in relation to Lodna Colliery of M/s. 
Lodna Colliery Co. (1920) Ltd- 
AND 

Their Workmen. 

Memorandum of Settlement 

All the parties in the present proceedings have ami- 
cably settled the dispute involved in the present Re- 
ference on the terms hereinafter stated: 

(1) That Shri Moti Lai, Pd. (Clerk) the work- 
man concerned in the present Reference shall 
be reinstated by the management of Lodna 
Colliery of M/s. Lodna Colliery Company 
(1920') Ltd. on and from 22nd May, 1972, with- 
out any back wages. 

( 2 ) That the period introducing from the date of 
dismissal (which gave rise to the present Re- 
ference) till the date of resumption of duty 
shall, for the purpose of continuity of service, 
be treated as leave without pay, but the work- 
man concerned will be eligible to proportion- 
ate leave or quarterly bonus provided he puts 
in proportionate qualifying attendance dur- 
ing the remaining period of current year or 
current quarter, as the case may be. 

(3) In the event of the failure of the concerned 
workman report for work within a fortnight 
from 22nd May, 1972 the worlcman concerned 
shall have no right for re-employment etc. un- 
der this agreement. 

(4) The above terms finally resolve the dispute 
between the parties and, therefore, there is 
no substituting dispute adjudication in the pre- 
sent reference, 

(5) Theh parties shall bear their own cost of pro- 
ceedings. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal 
may be pleased to accept this Settlement and to give 
its Award in terms thereof. 

For the Employer. For the Worker. 

(Sd.) Illegible. 

(Sd.) Illigible, 

Manager. Advocate. 

Lodna Colliery: 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd 

(Sd.) J. N. P. Saiii, 
Labour and Law Adviser. 

Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

(Sd.) Motilal Prasad, 

Workman concerned. 

Dated 23rd May. 1972. 

[No. L/2012/55/71-LRII.J 


S.O, 1541, — In pursuance of section 17 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government ihereby publishes the following award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), 
Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Sendra 
Bansjora Colliery of Messrs the Sendra Bansjora Col- 
liery Company Private Limited, Post Office Jharia, 
District Dhanbad and their workmen which was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on the 31st May, 
1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the mutter of a reference under section 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 31 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Ke- 
ndra Bansjora Colliery of Messrs. The Sen- 
dra Bansjora Colliery Company Private Limi- 
ted, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present: 

Shri A. C. Sen, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

For the Employers . — Shri J. N. P. Sahi, Labour and 
Law Adviser, Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

For the Workmen . — Shri S, Dasgupta, Joint General 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 

State: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad. the 25 th May, 1972. 

AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L- 
2012/104/71-LR.II, dated New Delhi, the 28th July, 
1971, passed by the Central Government in relation to 
an industrial dispute between the parties mentioned 
above. The dispute is in relation to the matters spe- 
cified in the schedule to the aforesaid order which runs 
as follows: 

"Whether the action of the management of Sen- 
dra Bansjora Colliery of Messrs. The Sendra- 
Bansjora Colliery Company Private Limited, 
Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad, in sus- 
pending from duty and stopping from work 
of Shri Raso Bauri, Miner from 11th January, 
1971 and 6th March, 1971 respectively and 
subsequently, dismissing him with effect from 
19th April, 1971 is justified? If not, to what 
relief is the workman entitled?” 

2. The dispute has been amicably settled between 
the parties out of Court. A memorandum of settle- 
ment dated 25th May, 1972 has been filed to-day, It 
has been signed by all the parties concerned. I 'have 
gone through the terms mentioned in the memoran- 
dum. They appear to be quite reasonable. I do not 
find any reason why they should not he accepted. 
Let an award be made on the basis of the terms and 
conditions of the memorandum of settlement, which 
do form part of the award. A copy of this award 
may be forwarded to the Central Government under 
section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) A. C. Sen, 
Presiding Officer, 
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL NO. 1 AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of reference No. 31 of 1971 
Parties: 

Employers in relation to SENDRA BANSJORA 
COLLIERY of M/s. Sendra Bansjora Colliery 
Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Memorandum of Settlement 

All the parties in the present proceedings have 
amicably settled the dispute involved in the present 
Reference on the terms hereinafter stated: — 

(1) That Sri Raso Bauri (Miner) the workman 
concerned in the present Reference shall be 
reinstated by the management of Sendra 
Bansjora Colliery of M/s. Sendra Bansjora 
Colliery Co. Pvt. Ltd. on and from 1st June, 
1972 without any back wages. 

(2) That the period intervening from the date of 
dismissal (which gave rise to the present 
reference) till the date of resumption of duty 
shall, for the purpose of continuity of ser- 
vices, be treated as leave without pay but 
the workman concerned will be eligible to 
proportionate leave or quarterly bonus pro- 
vided he puts in proportionate qualifying 
attendance during the remaining period of 
current year or current quarter, as the case 
may be. 

(3) In the event of the failure of the concerned 
workman to report for work within a fort- 
night from 1st June, 1972 the workman con- 
cerend shall have no right for re-employ- 
ment etc. under this agreement. 

(4) The above terms finally resolve the dispute 
between the parties and, therefore, there is 
no subsisting dispute for adjudication in the 
present Reference. 

(5) The parties shall bear their own cost of pro- 
ceedings. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Ilon’ble Tribunal 
may be pleased to accept this settlement and to give 
its Award in terms thereof. 

For the Employer 

(Sd.) Illegible. 

Agent 

Sendra Bansjora Colliery For the Workmen. 

Jt. General Secy. 

Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

(Sd.) J. N. P. Sahi, 
Labour and Law Adviser, 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

Dated 25 th May, ig72. 

[No. L/2012/104/71-LRIL] 

Neiu Delhi, the 8th June 1972 

S.O. 1542. — In pursuance of sectilon 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal. Calcutta, 
in the industrial dispute between the employees in 
relation to the management of Damra Colliery of Messrs 
Katras Jherriah Coal Company Limited. Post Office 
Kalinaharj, District Rurdwnn and fheir workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 27th May, 1972, 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 69 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Damra 
Colliery of Messrs Katras Jherriah Coal Com- 
pany Limited, 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchl Presiding Officer. 

Appearance: 

On behalf of Employers 

Sri D. Narsingh, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen 

Sri Raj Deo Singh, General Secretary of the Union, 
with Sri U. C. Roy, Legal Adviser. 

State: West Bengal. Industry: Coal Mines. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-1912/18/71-LR.II, dated 5th May, 
1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour , Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment), referred the 
following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Damru 
Colliery of Messrs Katras Jherriah Coal Company 
Limited and their workmen, to this Tribunal, for 
adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the management of Damra Colliery of 
Messrs Katras Jherriah Coal Compuny Limited, 
Post Office Kalipahari, District Rurdwan was 
justified in dismissing from service Shri Ram- 
dhari Singh, Civil Peon with effect from the 
28th October, 1970? If not, to what relief is 
the workman concerned entitled?” 

2. Notices were issued to both the parties. The 
management filed its statement of case on 27th June, 
1971 and workman on 24th July, 1971. The manage- 
ment stated inter alia that the workman Sri Ramdhari 
Singh, designated as Peon was on duty at Damra 
Colliery as night guard In the second shift on 7th 
September, 1970 from 4 p.m. to 12 mid-night and waft 
found sleeping on 7th September, 1970 during his 
shift at about 9,15 p.m. As the misconduct was very 
grave, he was served with a chargesheet dated 9th 
September, 1970 calling upon him to show cause why 
disciplinary action should not be taken against him 
under Clause 27(10) of the Standing Orders in terms 
of which “sleeping on duty’’ is misconduct. The 
workman gave reply to the chargesheet. There was an 
enquiry in the presence of the workman. State- 
ments of witnesses for the management were record- 
ed as well as the workman’s statement. He had no 
witness for examination. The management’s wit- 
nesses were allowed to be cross-examined by the 
workman and he cross-examined the first two wit- 
nesses and declined to cross-examine the third. After 
the enquiry was over the Enquiry Officer submitted 
his report observing that he had found the workman 
guilty of the misconduct as stated in the chargesheet. 
Before the first enquiry was over, the workman was 
again found sleeping on duty as night guard during 
22nd/23rd September, 1970 when he was on duty in 
the third shift from 12 mid-night to 8 a.m. He was 
levelled with another chargesheet on 23rd Septem- 
ber, 1970 calling upon him to show cause why dis- 
ciplinary action should not be taken against him 
under the same Standing order being No. 27(10). The 
workman submitted his reply to the second charge- 
sheet denying all the charges levelled therein. There 
was an enquiry on the second chargesheet with due 
notice wherein the workman participated. After the 
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statements of management’s witnesses ' were re- 
corded the statement of the workman. The workman 
produced no witness on his behalf. After consider- 
ing the materials, the enquiry officer submitted ms 
report in which ne found the workman guilty of the 
misconduct stated in the charge. The General 
.op Executive Officer of the company 
pH- proceeding of the two enquiries and 
n on- on the two enquiries and agreed 

...idi:.! « of the enquiry officer containing in 

the two reports and ordered dismissal of the work- 
man. Thereafter the manager informed the workman 
by letter dated 24/28th October, 1970 that the General 
Manager had ordered his dismissal for his misconduct 
on two charges with immediate effect. 


Mi. rii.i r, 

n corn. in : ■< 
v, il 1 1 iM; 


3. The management also raised a question as to the 
competency of the reference as being not an indus- 
trial dispute on the score that the workman con- 
cerned at no time raised the dispute as under reference 
before the management. So they challenged the 
jurisdiction of this tribunal to entertain the reference 
and to adjudicate on the point under reference. 


4. The union representing the workman through the 
General Secretary, Khan Mazdoor Sangh in its state- 
ment of case filed on 24th July 1971 alleged that for 
demanding overtime wages, knoraki, night allowance 
by the workman of the management, the manage- 
ment, the management was angry with the workman 
and planned to dismiss him and dismissed him on 
false and fabricated charges. The workman after 
dismissal applied for the copy of the enquiry proceed- 
ings but the Manager refused to supply with the 
copy. The management nas no ground or justification 
for dismissing the workman with effect from 28th 
October 1970, and that the workman deserves to be 
reinstated in his job with full back wages and other 
statutory benefits. The union ultimately prays that 
the dismissal of Ramdhary Singh should be held as 
unjustified on the part of the employer and the man- 
agement should be directed to reinstate the work- 
man in his post with all monetary benefits from the 
date of his dismissal till the date of his reinstatement. 


5. On 1st September 1971 the management pre- 
sented a rejoinder to the written statement submitted 
on behalf of the workman. In the relevant paragraph 
11 the management again reiterated that the dispute 
raised by the union by its letter addressed to the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner, Asansol on 14th 
December, 1970 did not amount to an industrial dis- 
pute. The other matters in the rejoinder are not 
relevant 

6. Both the sides were represented by their learned 
Counsel. Upon hearing the learned Counsel of both 
the sides and perusing the statement of case filed by 
the parties and the rejoinder the following points 
arise for decision: 

(i) Did the workman raise any dispute over the 
subject matter under reference with the man- 
agement? 

(ii) Did the union representing the workman 
raise any dispute before the management and 
thereafter made the demand to the Govern- 
ment? 

(iii) Is the dispute under reference an industrial 
dispute? If not has the tribunal jurisliction to 
entertain the same for adjudication? 

(iv) Was the dismissal of the workman justified? 


Decision 

Points (i) , (ii) and (ini) : 

7. These three points are considered together. The 
management in its statement of case in paragraph 2 
stated that the workman never raised with the man- 
agement any demand over the matter fn dispute. The 
union representing the workman in its statement of 


case filed on 24th July 1971 did not traverse the man- 
agement’s statement in paragraph 2 of its statement. 
Tne management in its rejoinder filed on 1st Septem- 
ber 1971 in paragraph li stated that the dispute 
raised by the union by its letter to the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner, Asansol on 14th December, 
1970 did not amount to an industrial dispute. The 
union representing the workman in its statement filed 
on 12th April 1972 in paragraph 3 stated “with re- 
ference to paragraph 11 of the employer’s rejoinder 
it is submitted that the union had put up the matter 
before the management as per letter No. KMS/177 of 
2bth November 1970 through registered post Acknow- 
ledgement due which was refused by the employers 
(shall be filed on 15th May 1972)”. The employer 
filed another rejoinder with reference to the allegation 
in paragraph. 3 of the union’s statement filed on 12th 
April 1972. 'in paragraph 3 of such statement it is 
said, with reference to Union’s letter dated 26th Nov- 
ember, 1970, that the matter stated in paragraph 3 
of the union’s rejoinder filed on 12th April 1972 was 
vague and unconvincing. On the date of hearing, a 
registered letter with acknowledgement due was riled 
in an envelope. The envelope, Ext. W3, was address- 
ed to the Superintendent Personnel, Katras Jherriah 
Coal Company, Dishergarh, Distt. Burdwan. It 
bears two post marks (i) Ukhra dated 10th Decem- 
ber, 1970 and another ‘Dishergarh dated 5th Decem- 
ber, 1970. On the back of the envelope there is an 
endorsement “Refused” with the date 7th December, 
1970 bearing an undecipherable initial. The closed 
envelope was opened in the Court room in presence 
of the parties. It is a replica of Ext. W2, the copy 
addressed to the Superintendent Personnel, by the 
union relating to the dismissal of the workman. After 
reiterating the facts and characterising the dismissal 
as victimisation the union requested the Superinten- 
dent Personnel of the Colliery concerned to recon- 
sider the matter of dismissal of the workman and to 
reinstate him with full back pay. On behalf of the 
management it was submitted by Mr. Narsingh the 
learned Advocate that assuming that the envelope 
contained the copy of the letter Ext. W2, the union 
did not in its statement filed on 12th April 1972 dis- 
close as to whom the letter was addressed and used 
a very vague term ‘management’ and that if the 
union specifically stated that the letter was addressed 
to the Superintendent Personnel and that it was re- 
fused by him, the management could have produced 
the Superintendent Personnel for examination as an 
witness on behaf of the management. So Mr. Nar- 
singh submitted that upon such vague assertion of 
facts the tribunal should not accept that Ext. W3 con- 
taining the copy of the letter Ext. W2 was tendered to 
the Superintendent Personnel and was refused. It 
cannot be now disputed that a registered letter duly 
addressed and posted with acknowledgement due if 
comes with an endorsement ‘refused’ raises a pre- 
sumption, which, however, is rebuttable, that the 
letter was tendered to the addressee and he refused 
to accept the letter. Mr. Narsingh’s argument was 
that if the clerk of the office of the Superintendent 
Personnel would have been produced, he could have 
stated whether or not the particular envelope was 
tendered to him who was, in official course of busi- 
ness, to accept all letters addressed to the Superin- 
tendent Personnel of the colliery concerned. Mr. 
Narsingh however missed the point that the postal 
peon should be presumed to have done his official 
duty in regular course of business. So, mere produc- 
tion for examination of the clerk of the Superinten- 
dent’s office would not discharge the burden to dis- 
locate the presumption raised on the endorsement 
‘refused’ appearing on the back of the envelope subs- 
cribed by the postal peon when the envelope contain- 
ing the letter was properly addressed and registered 
with acknowledgement due. The postal peon is 
likely not to deny the performance of his official duty 
m regular course of business. However, Mr. Narsingh, 
learned Counsel for the management did not press the 
point further. It is clear, therefore, irrespective of 
the question whether the workman raised the demand 
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before the management or not, the union had on be- 
half of the workman raised the demand before the 
management and the management did not accede to 
their demand. Therefore, in this case the mischief 
of law as laid down in Sindhu Resettlement Corpora- 
tion vs. Industrial Tribunal Gujrat, 1968 I LLJ p. 8:14 
does not apply nor the decision in the case of Feeder 
Lloyds & Co., us. Lt. Governor, Delhi reported in 
F.L.R. 1970(20) p. 383. So, I hold that rhere is an in- 
dustrial dispute relating to the subject matter under 
reference and the Government has lawfully referred 
the dispute for adjudication by this Tribunal 
which has the jurisdiction to entertain and adjudi- 
cate upon the matter in dispute referred to it for 
adjudication. 

Point (in): 

8. The union nowhere challenged the propriety, 
legality and conformity with the principles of 
natural justice in regurd to the two domestic en- 
quiries in which the workman concerned was found 
guilty of misconduct leading to his dismissal. The 
burden of the song of the union’s case has been that 
because the workman demanded certain allowances 
of the management, the management was enraged 
with the workman and manufactured two false 
charges against him and through interested wit- 
nesses got the false charges proved against the work- 
man leading to hia dismissal. The union, therefore, 
contended that it was a case of victimisation. Accord- 
ingly, the union attempted to make out that the dis- 
missal of the workman should be held invalid and 
Improper smacking of victimisation and the tribunal 
should, on setting aside the order of dismissal, re- 
instate the workman to his post with back wages and 
other benefits. 

9. The charge against the workman was ‘sleeping 
while on duty'. There can be no doubt and dispute 
now that not only under the Standing Orders but 
also under the law as laid down by the Labour Appel- 
late Tribunal in the case of Ford Motor Co. of India 
Ltd. and S. K. K. Nail, 1052 I LLJ p, 388, that sleep- 
ing while on duty is a grave misconduct. The first 
charge is Ext. M2 and it is replied by the workman 
vide Ext. M2(l). The chargesheet is dated 9th Sep- 
tember 1970. The management alleged that the peon 
while on guard duty in depot area on 7th September 
1970 in 2nd shift, was found sleeping on a sand heap 
near a pit top at about 9-15 p.m. by the Engineer. 
wherefor he was charged under paragraph 27(10) ox 
the Standing order. He was asked to show cause 
why disciplinary action should not be taken against 
him. The reply by the workman was that the charge 
was false, malafide and concocted. The workman 
hammered nine times the phanta and walked up to 
sand heap and slept withm 15 minutes as alleged 
was quite impossoble since the sand heap was wet. 
The engineer made a false report. There had been 
a hot discussion between the workman and the 
Engineer over cables and other machines that were 
lying near the alleged place of occurrence in pre- 
sence of Havildar. The engineer was also bearing a 
grudge against the workman as the workman never 
gave any “salam” to the engineer. There was an 
order for enquiry, (Ext, M2) which was to be held 
on 25th September 1970 but was on the prayer of the 
workman shifted to 28th September 1970 vide Ext. 
M2 (4). The enquiry was held by the enquiry officer. 
The management examined three witnesses, first is 
Barid Baran Mukhcrjee, Engineer, who was cross- 
examined by the workman. His evidence in examina- 
tion in chief shows that at about 9-30 p.m. on 7th 
September 1970 when the second shift was on he came 
round the yard of the manager’s office and saw the 
workman lying flat on a heap of sand. The engineer 
stood by the side of the sleeping workman for a few 
second and focused his torch on his face. He was 
found fast asleep. He was awakened by the engineer. 
Thereafter the engineer came back to his quarter via 
his office. There waa never any discussion with the 
workman over any matter. lie never expected any 


‘salam’ from any meneal and he was only concerned 
in doing his duty. It was false to suggest {hat he bore 
a grudge against IJie workman for his not extending 
salam to the engineer. In cross-examination the wit- 
ness stated that he had no discussion with the 
workman on the night of 7th September 1970 regard- 
ing machines and cables that were lying on ihe open 
near the place where the workman was on guard duty. 
That the sand heap was wet was not suggested to tho 
witness in cross-examination by the workman. The 
second witness is Kanai Das, Winding Engineer Kba- 
lasi. Ho was on duty in the second shift on 7th Sep- 
tember 1970 at pit No. 8. At about 9 p.m. the 
witness saw the workman sitting on a sand 
heap and smoking a Bidi. At about 9,25 p.m. the 
engineer came to inspect the work of pit No. 9, via 
the sand heap when tho workman was lying flat on 
the sand heap. The witness found the workman 
sleeping on the sand heap. The engineer awakened 
the sleeping workman and left the place thereafter. 
The witness also came back to his post. This witness 
heard the workman’s striking tho bell 9 times at 
9 p.m. The witness saw Ramdhari the workman 
sitting on the sand heap at 9 p,m. I found engineer 
near No. 8 pit at about 9-20 p.m. when Ramdhari was 
lying flat on the sand heap and was sleeping. To the 
witness it was suggested that the sand was wet and 
he denied. The third witnesss is Puja Sankar Dubey, 
Havildar. He came to say that on 7th September 19t0 
In his presence there was no discussion between work- 
man and the engineer regarding the machine and 
cables. He was not cross-examined by the work- 
man. The workman made his statement. He admitted 
that he was on guard duty on the second shift on 7th 
September 1970. He said that he was smoking a Bidl 
sitting on the sand heap at about 9 p.m., after finish- 
ing the striking of the bell. At about 9-15 p.m. the 
engineer came and asked him why he was sleeping 
on the sand heap. The workman replied that he was 
not sleeping but was sitting on the sand heap. Then 
the engineer went away. On that day that means on 
7th September 1970 the workman had no altercation 
with the engineer about the cable and the machine 
and on previous occasion also he had no altercation 
with the engineer on any subject. He had no wit- 
ness to prove his plea in defence, So, the plea in 
defence to the charge of tho workman was that be- 
cause the engineer bore a grudge against the work- 
man and because there was hot discussion between 
the workman and the engineer on 7th September 
1970, the false charge was engineered agninst the 
workman. In his written explanation and oral state- 
ment there was nothing regarding the workman’s 
making any demand of any allowance of the manage- 
ment at any time and refusal of the management to 
accede to that demand. In the statement of case filed 
by the union on behalf of the workman lt was stated 
that because the workman made demand of night 
allowance and other monetary benefits of the man- 
agement, the management got enraged with the work- 
man and manufactured the false charge. In reply to 
the chargesheet the defence of the workman was 
that because he had a hot discussion 7th September 
1970 with the engineer and because he never salamed 
the engineer, the engineer bore grudge with the 
workman and made a false report against him 
and he was charged falsely for having had slept 
while on duty. The workman before the enquiry 
officer, clearly admitted that he had no discussion on 
7th September 1970 or on any previous occasion. The 
workman never made a case before the enquiry officer 
that because he made a demand of certain monetary 
benefits of the management, the management was 
enraged with the workman wherefor the workman 
was levelled with the false charge. The enquiry 
report was submitted by the enquiry officer who on 
considering the materials found the workman guilty 
of the offence charged vide Ext. M2(10), 

11. Before the enquiry on first charge had com- 
menced, tho workman was again chargesheeted on 
23rd September 1970 by the Manager for having had 
slept on 22nd September 1970 at about 12-40 a.m. 
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while deputed as magazine guard from 12 a.m. to 
8 a.m. It should be 12 mid-night to 8 a.m as would 
appear from the evidence on record. In the charge- 
sheet it was also referred that he chargesheeted ior 
the same offence earlier. So in the chargesheet it was 
stated that he was guilty of gross negligence of duts 
and was charged under paragraph 27(10) of the 
Standing Orders. He was asked to show ca use, Ext 
M2(7) In his explanation the workman stated tnai 
he went to the magazine at about 8 p.m. and slept 
there. Kharka Bahadur Thapa , came at 9 p.m. and 
he was awakened by him at 12 o clock. At abou 
10-30 p.m. Sri Dubey came to him and saw him E le e P" 
in« Dubey stole his torch. He was awakened at 12 
O’clock when his duty started. At that time one 
Paresh Nath Dubey came in whose hand the torch 
was found. The workman demanded back his lorch 
and questioned Paresh Nath why he had stolen the 
torch This enraged Paresh Nath who then gave out 
that as the workman was sleeping °, n duty Paresh Nath 
took away the torch. He further stated that at 12-40 
O’clock he was not sleeping but was working. The 
charge was brought against the workman as there 
was rivalry between him and Paresh Nath Dubey. 
The workman was a witness in a case against Dube- 
ii’ q party Upon the explanation an enquiry was 
ordered to be held on 28th September 1970 vide Ext 
M2 (8) At the request of the workman the date or 
enquiry was shifted to 1st October 1970 vide Ext 
M2 (10). On 1st October 1970 the enquiry officer held 
the enquiry in presence of the workman. On 1st Octo- 
ber 1970 the management examined Paresh Nath 
Dubey, L/Naryak, Kharka Bahadur Thapa Watch- 
man, Jagainder Jha, Watchman and Puja Sankar 
Dubey, Havildar. Dilip Kr Sarcar, Magazine clerk. 
Paresh Nath Dubey was cross-examined by the work 
man «o isPo Kharka Bahadur and Jagmder Jha. 
Cross-examination of Puja Shankar Dubey was de- 
clined by the workman, so also of Dihp Kumar Saikm 
The workman refused to sign the statement of Dilip 
Kumar Sarkar and Sri Paresh Nath Dubey as re- 
corded by the enquiry officer. Then the workman 
made a statement. The workman said that he had no 
witness in proof of his plea in defence. The statement 
was that at about 12-15 p.m. he was awakened by Sri 
Jaginder Jha and he took charge from him. Since 
then he was sitting and at about 12-40 O clock Pares.i 
Nath Dubey came at the magazine for surprise visit. 
The workman asked Paresh Na.th to return 
his torch. Paresh Nath refused to return the torch 
to the workman as he found the workman sleeping 
while on duty at about 12-40 a.m The workman said 
that he was sitting from 12 O’clock of the night to 8 
a m. next morning, 22/23rd September, 1970 and ffiat 
he did not sleep at any time. Two months before the 
date of occurence he had one altercation with Paresh 
Nath Dubey about the workman’s duty hours After 
that there was no altercation with Dubey. Jaginder 
Jha said that at 12 O’clock of the night on 22nd Sep- 
tember 1970 he gave charge to the workman and 
went to his quarter. Upto 12-15 a.m. of 22nd Septem- 
ber 1970/23rd September 1970 the workman was 
sleeping He was awakened by Jaginder Jha from 
whom he took charge. To the witness Joginder Jha 
the workman suggested that after the workman _ was 
awakened from his sleep he found his torch light 
missing and enquired of Joginder Jha if he knew any- 
thing of the torch light. Jaginder Jha said m his 
cross-examination that he never knew that Ramdhari. 
had a torch light and that a Ramdhari never en- 
quired of him about his torch light. So upto 12-15 
O’clock of the night when the workman Ramdhari 
was asleep and was at that time awakened by 
Jaginder, Ramdhari’s torch light was not missing. 
Then the question is whether his torch light was 
stolen by Paresh Nath Dubey witness No. 1 for the 
management and if at all Paresh Nath Dubey stole 
the workman’s torch light, it must have occured 
after 12-15 O’clock of the night of 23rd September 
1970 According to workman at 12-40 O’clock of the 

night Paresh Nath Dubey came to the spot when the 
workman was working on a surprise visit when the 


workman demanded of Paresh Nath the torch be- 
longing to the workman which had been stolen by 
Paresh Nath. So between 12-15 O’clock of the night 
to 12-40 O’clock of the night that means after Jagin- 
dPr had awakened the workman and the workman 
was wide awake his torch was stolen. If his. 
story is to be believed th e workman should 
b e held to be throughly incompetent a s a 

watchman since from a wide awake watchman none 
can hardly steal his torch particularly when the thief 
is known to the workman. So, let us come to Paresh 
Nath Dubey’s statement. He said at about 1.2-40 a.m. 
when he inspected the Magazine he found the work- 
man sleeping. He took the workman's torch. The 
workman was in deep sleep. Kharka Bahadur was 
also sitting at that time and in presence of Kharka 
Bahadur Paresh Nath Dubey took away the torch of 
the sleeping workman, deputed to magazine for 
guard duty. Kharka Bahadur, witness No. 2 for the 
management said that he was deputed as a magazine 
guard from 9 p.m. to 5 a.m. of 22nd September 1970. 
While he was on duty Paresh Nath Dpbey came for 
a surprise visit and found Ramdhari peon on guard 
duty asleep and took awav- ibe workman’s torch. 
Thereafter Dubey awakenc 1 ..0 workman and re- 

marked “Ehi duty hota hai”. The workman cross- 
examined both Paresh Nath and Kharka Bahadur 
and in cross-examination both the witnesses affirmed 
their statement made in examination in chief regard- 
ing the workman’s sleeping while on duty at about 
12-40 a.m. of 23rd September 1970. Sri Puja Shankar 
Dubey said that at about 2 a.m. of 23rd September 
1970 Paresh Nath Dubey reported to the witness that 
the workman Ramdhari Singh was found sleeping 
while on duty and that he took away the torch of 
Ramdhari while he was found sleeping on duty. 
Dubey deposited the torch with the witness and the 
witness deposited the torch with the Welfare Officer 
on the morning of 23rd September 1970. The witness 
was not cross-examined by the workman. Dilip 
Sarkar magazine clerk was deputed to work cn the 
third shift of 22nd September 1970 at about 1 a.m. 
when he reached at the magazine, he heard Ramdhari 
Singh, workman, threatening Paresh Nath Dubey 
with dire consequences if Paresh Nath would take 
any action against the workman. The witness saw 
Ramdhari the workman sitting on a spreadover 
blanket and Paresh Nath Dubey standing by his side. 
The witness took no interest in the affair and went 
inside the magazine room. Cross-examination of this 
witness was declined by the workman. On these 
materials the enquiry officer gave a report Ext. M2 
(13) dat^d 7th October 1970 finding the charge estab- 
lished. The Manager forwarded the two chargesheets 
and the two enquiry reports wiih his remark, Ext. 
M2 (14) to the General Manager who after consider- 
ing all the materials ordered that the workman should 
be dismissed. On 23rd October 1970 S")> finlc ii'ior.t 

Personnel, recorded the order »>• ;.i Ex'. M2 

(15). The dismissal order was to take effect from the 
date of service of the same on the workman. Ext. 
M2 (16) is the dismissal order under the signature of 
the Manager which was to take effect on and from 
281h October. 1970. Ext.M2(17) is the Standing Order' 
for the Coal Minning Industry governing all the col- 
lieries affiliated to Indian ■ ■ . ■ Para- 
graph 27 clause (10) of tl ^ 0 .. . .. shows 

‘sleeping on duty’ is a misconduct. The Standing 
order does not provide for supplying any copy of the 
domestic enquiry report to a workman charged with, 
any disciplinary offence by the management.’ 

12. Now, I have analysed and considered the 
materials of the domestic proceedings. The two re- 
peated offence committed by the workman, were de- 
finitely established against him. He failed to estab- 
lish any reasonable probability of his plea as taken in 
defence to the charg- s that were enquired into in 
the two separate proceedings. I have alreadv men- 
tioned that the bonafides of the enquiry and the lega- 
lity and propriety of the enquiry were never chal- 
lenged and it was never suggested even in the state- 
ment of case and in the rejoinder filed by the union, 
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that both the enquiries were vitiated by non obser- 
vance of the rules of natural justice. On the other 
hand, I find that the workman was given adequate 
opportunities to cross-examine the management’s wit- 
ness and to produce his own witness for establish- 
ment of his pleas in defence to the charges. The two 
enquiries were very fairly conducted and were not 
tainted with malafides. There is nothing in record to 
justify interference either with the findings of the 
enquiry officer or of the helrarchy of officers right 
upto the General Manager. The workman asked for 
copies of the enquiry report, The Manager refused to 
supply as there was no provision In the Standing 
orders. I do not find any ground for interference 
with the order of dismissal, For the union it was 
alleged by the officer representing the union for the 
workman that because the wrokman demanded his 
dues of the management, the management got infuri- 
ated with the workman and engineered false charges 
against him and that upon false evidence the man- 
agement dismissed the workman, So, it was attempted 
to argue that it was a case of victimisation of the 
workman for which the tribunal should interfere with 
the order of dismissal and should set it aside and re- 
instate the workman to his post with all monetary 
benefits from the date of dismissal to the date of his 
reinstatement, Now, as Section 11A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act stands, such a plea can not now be 
entertained, nor evidence in support of such a plea 
can now be taken in these proceedings. When the 
workman was chargeshceted for two separate offence 
committed on two separate dates, he took specific pleas 
in defence and failed to establish the reasonable pro- 
bability of those pleas. On the other hand, the 
materials on record apply justify to find those pleas 
as unsubstantial. If the workman would have 
taken such a plea as that now taken in the statement 
of case filed by the union representing the workman 
and as that that was argued by Sri Singh for the 
union, and if the enquiry officer failed to bestow any 
consideration on such plea and on the evidence, its 
adduced, however slender that would have been 
adduced by the workman to establish such plea, then 
the enquiry reports might have suffered from per- 
versity, if not bias. But, the workman did not raise 
the piea in ihe two domestic proceedings on the score 
of victimisaion in the manher and to the extent raised 
in the statement of case filed for the workman by the 
union. So, the plea now taken and which was not 
taken in the two domestic enquiries cannot be con- 
sidered in view of the existing provision of Section 
11A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 


13. In the result, I do not find any reason to inter- 
fere vvith the order of dismissal of the workman, nor 
do I find any reason to hold that the workman, by 
the dismissal order was victimised, nor do I find any- 
thing to hold that the two domestic proceedings 
suffered from Illegalities and improprieties. So, I 
conclude that the management of the colliery con- 
cerned was justified in terminating the service of the 
workman and that the workman is not entitled to any 
relief. 


This is my award. 

(Sd.) S, N. Bagchi, 

Presiding Officer. 

Dated, 18 th May, 1972. 


[No. L/1912/18/71-LRII.] 


V. SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 23 rd February 1972 

S.O. 1543. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an Industrial dispute exists between the 
employers In relation to the management of New 
Ghuslck Colliery of Messrs Ghuslck and Muslia Col- 
lieries Limited, Post Office Kalipaharl, District Burdwan 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

'Whether the action of the management of New 
Ghusick Colliery of Messrs Ghusick and Muslia 
Collieries Limited, Post Office Kallpahari, Dis- 
trict Burdwan in locking out the mine with 
effect from 8 A.M. of the 7th February. 1972, 
vide their notice dated the 4th February, 1972, 
is legal and justified? If not, to what relief are 
the workmen of the colliery entitled?’’ 

[No. L/19012/21/72-LRILJ 


(*UT T.VIT'C F^PT) 

Re 23 TTffifr 1972 

jjrTo *TTo 1 54 3- — TR: fJVFTT NT | % 

ITT TIRT? if Pffafe’TjT fRRRF RR if 

rFtf t™? RfuRTi RFrfffiTTiRr forfaRR apt Hfw 
TTTTT TffiflTerrft, fw R#RTR, T SfSRj 
R TR% % sftr mpr 

RWfRRT FrrTR faraRTR | ; 

*ftR RR: THUT RRRRR RRR fRRTR ffiTqfffifa'R 
Fr^TTR TTR1 RTEJRlR RWRl t; 

RR:RR RfafRRR, 1947 ( 1 947 

»fRi4) ffitOTuioTt 7mu(i)i;w(<r) 5 tu 
TTR SfFfRRt TT TRtR RRR %RTTR R7RRT 
TRR FRRTR Rft R’ET RftrfRRR ^ ETKT 7-ffi RiftR 

Rfofi RriftR RRRRT sftsfrffiRi 'RfaRTPR, RWRT apt 

rRifiPuiRR %■ Ftp fffi? F rr RTVcfr % i 


“aplt tRR tnrr RfRRRT RlfafiO'-R FRfRRR 

* -P 

apt LjfRRT RTtfTRft, RTRRU TUflRKTlV, fw 

rrrTR % TTRITURN # RRR RT^ER 4 TTRCt 1972 
ij RtfjR S1TT 7 TRRRt 197 2 T TF-R: 8 RR R I3TR $ 
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tttr ? tt spf TTTTTjft tf'rr RfTtfw £ i tF? 
T^t, ffl TRtfHTft % N^TtT % ^37T 

f ? ” 

[TWf tT^/l9012/2l/72"^ o qrfo- 2 ] 

8.0. 1544. — Whereas by an Order of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment), No. L/ 19012/ 
21/72-LRII, d^ted the 23rd February, 1972, an indust- 
rial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of New Ghusick Colliery of Messrs Ghusick 
and Muslia Collieries Limited, Post Office Kalipahari, 
District Burdwan (West Bengal) and their workmen 
has been referred to the Industrial Tribunal Calcutta, 
for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (3) of section 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby prohibits the continuance of the lock-out in 
existence in the said Colliery in connection wiih the 
said dispute. 

[No. L/19012/21/72-LRlI-(i). 1 
BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 

VTo NT° 1 544- — Tff: 4TT ^TV qw *jf?TTr 
-MF-rFR ' FtFtss *ht ^ ^ftlN ’FtfcRff, 7IWI <FTNt 
ftHT TTTR (qfibW Trim) % SRR % TRN 
Ft t WI’ sfk TT% TURiTT %■ 4hr f-TriMM 
FTTK UFt, TTR TOR % ‘JR tiU. T/Pltr WHW ( NT iftT 

TtNTrc famr) % tt 4 st tstt n/r 19012/21/72— 

TToNH>-2, TpftN 23 TRTft, 1972 £RI sfaffFw 

5H riMj 'hri'f'ri I 'TIM Fl % Fl f'-i'tFfld (did I 

nt ^tr 

nt:, tri nItIFw frni nFktFttt, 1947 (1947^1 
14) *Ft srm 10 Nt TTsrrcr ( 3) srn shut srfaTTf 

-Mdtd T td %TftT y t”ti K I’M NtfTTNt if 3W FtTR 
% Rtjpsr it Ftttr dLirdMr T dirt tn nr r t^tri 
nf'lfTJ ®t </it 4 I 

[TW 19012/21/72-usfo NKo-2(i)] 
TNW fr$, NR tFtN I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi , the 31st May 1972 

S.O. 1545.— In the notillcatilon of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S-O. 1 
dated the 17th November, 1971, published at page 1 of 
the Gazette of India Part II Section 3, Sub-section (ii) 
dated the 1st January 1972,— 

(i) In clause 1, for 1971 read 1972; 

(ii) in caluse 2 — 

(a) for "sub-item (e)” read “sub-item ( 0 ”: 

(b) for "( 1 )” read "g”; 


(iii) in clause 3 — 

(a) for "sub-item (c)” read "sub-item (f)"; 

(b) for "(f)" read "(g)". 

[No. 54/13/70-P&D.) 
O. P. TALWAR, Dy. Secy. 

(NT Ci’N'TRfWTTT) 

UfaT* 

df 31 t£ 1972 

S?To UTo 144 5. — TrRTTfrR% NT '%\X 
TTPTR (NT Nk FttYjR faTR) Tl, TPR % TINT* 
TIT 2,77 3 , 3WT (jj), dKlrsr TTT NRTTt, 1972 
% TR 1 TC TNlFjR TflDJTTr To TT° TfT° Tlffa 17 
TTRR, 1971 , if, — 

(i) NT 1 T, 197 1 4rFTN 1 9 7 2 nFfer ; 

(ii) TJ 2 T— 

(*) "T? (5)" % TT NT (n) (;) 

(n) V RlR TT ‘(®)’; 

(iii) nt 3 it— 

M ‘TTT? ('?)’%' (TR T? (T'T-TSf (t)’; 
(n) '(n)' % TTR TC '(« r)’ 

[To 54/13/70-Tf PR *t] 
Tto ffo ff-TTlT, rjT tFNT I 

(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the %lth December, 1071 

S.O, 1546 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (i) of Section 4 of the Evacuee Interest 
(Separation) Act, 1951, the Central Government hereby 
appoints for the Union Territory of Delhi, Shri Harish 
Chandar, Assistant Settlement Commissioner, as Com- 
petent Officer for the purpose of discharging the duties 
assigned to the Competent Officer by or under the said 
Act, within the said Territory, with immediate effect. 

[No. P/F.l (3) / Admn.II/70.] 
JANKl NATH, 

Settlement Commissioner (C), and 

Ex-officio Under Secy. 

(■^TlTfaTR j 

JJ,$T SRRM WT’JW *Rf<5T 

ffSfrRt; 2 7f?TJRT 1971 

<TTo 1 546 - — Ft^TR fjjT (TUPR^ Ft7T 19 51 

mxr 4 7 T 9 Tir (; ) Tfr ju hFrtt ttf ttr wri ^ 

%rr ttttt srwrTT % fwf trth eft n> 

fftTIRR TffTdi TRlNR NfR-T ffit TNT tFttITI Ft<JTT 
T7?ft | TTfT 4 TT TRf R T% NT TNT NFtTW<t ffi 
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Td % TFT FTfafTiPT % 5RT FT 5T#Td TFd WTT 

% fd>kf v 'T %Y T$ | I 

[*T> Tt/TFI WWI' l(3)/E?f4TT II/70] 


FIT TFT TRT, 

u^sjFd FTfTFd ( df ) d*U T?T FTTR dfTF I 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department ef Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 20 th June 1070 

S-O. 1547.— Whereas the post oil the Director of 
Audit and Accounts, Post* and Telegraphs, Stores, 
Workshops and Telegraphs Check, Calcutta, who is 
the disciplinary authority according to the Schedule 
to the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Finance No. S.R.O. 639, dated the 28th 
February, 1957, as amended by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance, No. 
S.O. 3777 dated the 5th September, 1969, has been 
kept in abeyance on and from the 1st May, 1969. 
Now therefore the President, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 12 
and sub-rule (1) of rule 24 of the Central Civil Ser- 
vices (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 19G5 
hereby specifies: — 

(i) the Director of Audit and Accounts, Posts and 
Telegraphs, Calcutta, as the disciplinary autho- 
rity under clausa (lei) af sub-rule (2) of rule 
12, and 

(ii) the Accountant General, Posts and Telegraphs 
as the appellate authority under rule 24, 

of the Central Civil Services (Classification, Conhol 
and Appeal) Rules, 198* in respect of employees of 
the erstwhile office of the Director of Audit and 
Accounts, Posts and Telegraphs Stores, Workshops 
and Telegraphs Cheek, Calcutta. 

[No. F.l (34) -FG.I/70,] 
K. N. SINGH, Director. 


fdT RTTHEr 

(«PT fiWT) 

T? foptfr, 2* SJR 1970 

"PTo FTP 1547. — Td:, fdTFPF dlCfSTT ift 7 " <%3T, 
FTT— dR eel (, FTpir.ii %f\ T RTF RTF, FTTFTTT, Tf TTRd 
W % fdFT TTTTT %t srfl^TT T° FTo FTP 3777 
TP^T 5 pFRF 1 969 3TTT TFT RTRftpf TTRT TRtfrp; 
% f%tT TdTTT F% T • FT ° fd ° Wo 639 drftTST 

28TTT#, 19 5 7# % FEJjppr FTEJWPTfTFT FrfSTFn# 
t FT TT 1 EX 1 969 FT FlV % TTmd if RdT TTT £ I 

m: tt^rt %TfrT fTfar im 

(jTtTfRT, fufq : ^ur Tfk 51# 7?) fTTT, 1 965 % Petr 12 % 
TlfTTR ( 2 ) % SRT (sr) %k fTTT 24 % T FfTTT ( l) 
?RT TRW HfWTT FT TFTT FR% £tt, RTThlTT TR W. 


^IFT-dR, FTP, F^WITT *rV TP' TIT FNTtTT % 
fT%TF % FTTRPT % YhRlfjqT FTf TRd, 

(j) fdTTFi RTTRIT HR TTTT, FTFT-dR, RTPRRtTT 
%T %#T frfdN #11 (spfFRTJi, fr%DT 
Wk Sfifftr) fdTT, 1965 % pTqiT 12 % 

7nf#w(2) %7^I (ft) %w#srji?miffi9T 

tnfsm# % it if, #r 

(if) dirr-RR RRT%sn r iRT %r %## fiifRR 
(wfsfTVTrr, fTTTT 5ftT Tf#5r) faTT, 
1 965 % fTTT 24 % TR# T## TlfTFTft 
% FT if 

fdfrfTR: TRd £ I 

[d° 9 To 1 (34)-f #-I/?0 J, 
fT%F TRF1W fd?, | 

( '<TFFd 5fc< % Ri fa TRl) 

<T 

d£ fce#, 10fwd7, 1971 

FT° W'o 5484 — TTTTd #fapT (tTPr) #RT 
1971 ( 1971 FT 50) # trRT^7#gWIT 
( 1 ) SRI TFT FlfFdTT FT TTTT FR% |rr % f ^%T TRFTR, 
1 0 feRR, 1971 %t Fid TTETRT % % %rr ^#2 

% FT %, E,dd?RI fdfdfkd FRdf | I 

[do 97To 66 ( 4 ) /#RT l/7l] 

FRo !ITo 5487- — FTFIRT RTlfw (m) #RT 
#%fdTJT, 1971 ( 1971 FT 5l) # TTRT 5 F% TTETRI 1 
61 M Hitt Tflddf FT Spff'T FT# |T, Frffr TTFTT, 1 0 fdT- 
idi;, 19 71 %t, TFT TTTRT % TTHfiT % f?TT7; dTfV(T % FT 
if, ETT3RT flfT^R FR# | l 

[%° : hro 66( 4)/sfkr/l/7l] 

to Tpr^frirTT, 
k F7d 5£ rr r, F Fifif Fin tV it r ftt : TfTT i 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 17 th Jlecember 1971 

S. O. 1548 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 121 of the Incrme-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and in partial mxiification of their Notification No. 258/1971 of 
even number dated the 1st September, 1971 the Central Board of 
Dircc Taxes hereby dlrccrs that in the Annesure A to the afore- 
said N it'fication dated the 1st .September, 1971, the entries 
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und c r columns.' 2 ) and (_U_ against S. Nos. 16 and 21 shall be 
substituted by the following: — 


S. No. Commissioners of Income tax Additional Commi- 
ssioners of Income- 

Tax. 


12 3 


16 Commissioner of Income-taxj Addl. Commissioner 

Bihar, Patna. of Income-tax (Re- 

covery), Patna. 

21 Commissioner of Income-tax ") 

West Bengal V, Calcutta. j Addl. Commissioner 

t of Income-tax 

C (Recovery III 

Commissioner of Income-tax [ Calcutta. 

Orissa, Bubaneswar, J 

This notification shall take effect fron the 1 st Januaiy, 1972 . 

[No. 353 (F. No. 187 / 8 / 71 -lT (At 0 

(TUT-UT) 

ffffleTt, 17 fTURTT, 1971 
T(o 1548. — Tiffin TfTffflff, 1961 (l9Cl 

fin 43 ) iT tdt 1 2 1 iff Tmrzr ( 1 ) snr tut irfarTt 
nr inT Tfa ttTT Tifte 1 f/puTT, 1971 Tt 
TOT fitet TfsrfTffT ffo 258/1 971 Ft TFTff : 

BTTtefrr mT %-sr>£r uw m Tt? F^rr first 

tfiT £ fff Tfa'^IT, TTTte 1 fffffKTT, 1971 

% ^TITte H T. To 1 6 TV* 2 1 % TUFT FTD 7 ( 2 ) 
tTt ( 3 ) % tR iff Rfafraff % ?tft it, farifTfiff 
srfTfefft RfTmfTrT iT TTTTt : — 

Tf, Tirm Trfflff WIT TUFFT TiTIff 

To 


1 


3 


1 6 Trim TFT FT fff^TT, TIT Tiffin TPJIff ( fffiTt ) , 

T55TT 1 'TTffl I 

21 TIWI TRJIT, TfiteTT 


TfiTT 5, TTRTn 1 

TFTTT TFJTff, T^HIT, 
IJTTTTT I 


TIT TFUFT TFJIff 
2 ), *fiePFTT 1 


J 


TfT^TTT 1 TTffft, 1972 T R^tT I 
[To 353 (TTo T 187/8/71-TTo tpo (tr 1 )] 


New Delhi , the 23rd December 1971 

S.O, 1549. — In partial modification of Notification 
No. 258 elated 1st September, 197] as revised by Noti- 
fication No. 270 dated 10th September, 1971 and In 
cxercis e of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
Section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that with 
effect from 1st January, [1972 the Additional Com- 
missioner of Income-tax (Recovery), Jaipur, shall also 
perform all the function of Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax, Jaipur. 

[No. 3 58 (F.No. 187 / 8 / 7 1-IT(AI).] 
fffftvTt, 2 3 1971 

t»T°Tt° 1 54 9- — Tf^TfiTTo 270, fflfte 10-9-71 
To 258, Trite, 1-9-71 TT 
TTffff : TIFTlTT TUT JF TlT Tiff-m TRlflffT, 1961 
( 19 61 Iff 4 3) nT TTTI 121 tT UTTTO ( l) 5TO RUT 
-tNiit ft ttm tut r?F rteTf q- e m Tt? Fiurru 

ifffr £ fn tit TFFFT TTTTff Tt 

1-1-72 T TTT TPTTcf, ^T'lT % tfTt f?qf IT TTTT 

iTjU I 


[To 358 TTo To 187/8/71-Tte (t[l)] 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 10th December 1971 

S.O. 1550. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 126 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby modifies its 
notification No. 8(F. No. 187/14/71-IT(AI), dated 5th 
October, 1971 as under: — 

Against S. No. 62-A. under column 6, for Addl. 
C.I.T., A.P.I., Hyderabad read Addl. C.I.T., A.P., 
Hyderabad 

[No, 11 (F.No. 187/14/ 71-IT ( AI) . J 
B. MADHVAN, Under Secy. 

T.% TR 

dffffteft, lOftffteT 1971 

UTo Tfo 1550. — TIWT TfafTffiT, 1961 ( 1 96 1 
Iff 43) Tt tTPT 12GffmRTTTflTTflff RTITIItT^F, 
StetffRfffST FT TtT T'Tfft Tftur-Tffr To 8 (tto T.o 
187/ 14/7 1-TT 15 (f 1 ) , Trfte 5;: 1 0-- 7 1 TtffdffTRl 
fffrff RIffT BTFTfTT mri | : — 

° T 0 6 2— T % TUFT, FT te 6 % TIT , TTT *H I TUT 
TT^IU, TURRET, 1, % teFT TP, TTT 

Tiffin TPJTT. TTT R^T, tdTTffTT if I 

[To 11 Tiro To 1 37 / 14/7 i-ttti(t 1 )] 

Tfo TUFT, TTT ffteff | 
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